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MEMORANDUM FOR: Directoz of Sccurity 


FROM Deputy Chick, Sccurity Rescarch Stall 


oe 


NOSENNO, ‘Yur viy Svanovich 


ee eee - SUBJECT 


1, Jn accordance with tho request of the Deputy PAGS tee 
‘.. of Central IntcMigenee, atiaches is a cumrary| with conclusion : ‘ 
,  coaceraing the bona fides of Yuriy Ivanovich NOSENKO. Sub- . os 
Gd “ _. gonclustons are coniained ia tic sunvraary concersiag sever : 
: ,tasjor areas which were siven primary consideration fn iae enteae 
Phe ss ef the bona fides of NOSONSO.. 


2. Included in this cumiaary are comments concerning : 
conclusions in tho previcus summary and an anne containing 7e- 
mnarke on threo scparate suujects reisicd tc the NOSINAOS caae. 


3. In pe the conclusica of this suramery fe t 
1 ; 
: patched by the “EGS, and tant io a pre tee: lics and exagrerations 


fee. & . aro not actually of material ciiniiicance at this time. 
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ti, Summary of Developments in NOSEZENKO Case Since 
30-October 1967 


: I, Analytical Comments Concerning the Bona Fides of Yuriy 

oo 2 ~ Iwanovick NOSENKO . 

A. Is NOSENKO Identical to the Person Whom He Claims 
to be? - 


_B. Is.the Claimed 4G3 Career cl NOSENKO Piausible? 


as 


C,- Has NOSENKO Given an Accepiable_Explaxation of 
His Motivation in Convacting CLA in 1962 and Foz 
His Defection in 1964? 


D. Is the Inforrnation Furnished by NOSENKO to CLA 
Organization Reasorab.y Commensurate With Ki 
ae oe « °  Giaimed KGB Career? 


. E. Can.the Information Furnished by NOSENKO be 

; Consicered in Toto as Having Resulted in Material 
.. Damage to the KGB axc/or Has the information 

-  ° Furnished by NOSZENXO Been of Significant Benesiz 
to Western Intelligerce? , vO, 


uy 


¥F. Is There Evidence of KGB Deception or "Give-Away" 

in Information Furniszed by NOSENKO Which Wox2 
: _ | Warrant a Coxnclusica that NOSENKO was Dispatckeé 
- ' . . by the KGB? . ue 
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G. is Tanere Eviccace of & Palii.cal or Any GtLer Type 
7 . Odjective Which Could Justify a z 
by tae AGB With Peomission to Speak Freely to Cia. 
Concerning fis Knowiedue of the 


" ee NOSENKO Being Given a Specific Mission or Missions? 


H. Is Tere Any Evidence That the Contacts of NCS 
1962 or in 1964 With CLA Were Known to the KG 
to His Deicction or That NOSENKO Was =Zver Brie 


zee 
by the AGS Relative to Mis Sehavior or KGS Onjectives 
During These Contacts or After His Deiection? 
ee IV. Comments Concerning Previous Conclusions in Regaré to NOSENKO 
A. NOSENKO Did Not Serve ia eu 
Capacities or at the Place 
ey .B. NOSENKO Did Not Enter the KGB in the Manner or at the 


aie He Claimed 


\ i ey + i ys us ot 


C.: NOSENK .O Did Not Serve in the American Embassy Section 
Throughout the 1953 - 1955 Period as He Claimed 

D. During the Period 1955 - 1960, He Was Neither a Senior 
Case Ofticer in, nor Deputy Chief of, the Seventh 
Department American-British Commonweaih Beck. nm 


E, NOSENKO Was Neither Deputy Chief of the American Embessy 


Section nor a Sénior Ofii icez or Supervisor in the Section 
During the Period: i961 '- 1962-{sic) » 


F. NOSENKO's Claims, That in 1962 He was Chie of the 

‘ Arnerican-Britisn Commonwealth Section and Was 
ate Poet sO Thereafter a Deputy Chics of the Seventh Department, 
ae Ave Not Credible 


G. NOSENKO Has no Valic Claim to Germainty That the KGB 


Recruited No American Embassy Personnel Between 
1953 and His Defection in 1964 
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“ INTRODUCTION : 


The following summary and analysis is not intended to be - 


all inclusive, that is to contain a specific comment on all organi- 


‘ ' ‘ 


zational, operational, personality and case type information furnished 


- by Yuriy Ivanovich NOSENKO: To attempt to do 80 would be repetitious 


and confusing to the reader and would not be of material benefit in the ea a 


‘formation of logical conclusions concerning the rather limited areas of : : 


primary concern. 


4 This summary will not contain a detailed psychological ee : 4 if © 


‘assessment of NOSENKO nor will it contain'a fecitation of the numerous (°° 5 


y, 
' 
| 
theories which have been promulgated in the past concerning varying 2 4 : : 
‘aspects of the NOSENKO case. This summary will de primarily ; ; . | 


. directed toward the question of whether NOSENKO was or was not ; cs a ; 


~. dispatched by the KGB, whether his claimed KGB career is relatively 


plausible and whether he has since late October 1967 been cooperative in © ae, 


a reassessment of the entire case for or against NOSENKO. NOSENKO 


has admitted certain lies and exaggerations in the past but claims that 


: these were of a personal nature, intended to enhance his own importance 
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but not to mislead this Agency in any material matters of an operational , “s 


or policy nature. 

In order to avoid any mteuudevetrdive of the phrase "bona 
fides" as considered in this summary, NOSENKO will be judged primarily ee 
on whetocr he voluntarily defected to this Agency without KGB knowledge, 
and whether his 1962 ina early 1964 contacts with representatives of this , 
Rosiey sexe known to the. KGB. | Motivation and certain other pertinent 
aspects will be euaaidaved: but his admitted previous errors, lies and , ..* ; : 
exaggerations will not per se ele a conclusion. that NOSENKO is not a . ince 

ne) "yona fide" defector. 

There is not an accurate standard or acate of measurement 7 
against which information concerning NOSENKO | can be Seisnces or | 
correlated to determine if he is or is not a dispatched KGB officer. For 
purposes of this analysis and summary, an arbitrary list of areas 
considered pertinent ~ been compiled. Readers may differ in regard to 
whether thie arbitrary standard is a completely accurate standard, but it : 
is felt that the information from NOSENKO and information from other . ote 

a sources derived through independent investigation will permit the reader . _* 


to assess the information-in toto against any standard he considers 


appropriate, : . _ oer 5 “ a . a ' 


The previous summary on NOSENKO entitled, "The. Exami- 


- nation of the Bona Fides of a KGB Defector, "has been considered 1 in 
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the preparation of this summary. It will be commented on in part «= - . a , 
end this save yall include conclusions correlated with the seven 
primery conclusions set forth on pags 3$8 of the above summary. - ; Sys 
Remarks concerning certeiz crrors, inconsistencies, omiastons and 
unsupported conclusions in ike previcus summary ia regord to geile 
cases or sub-areas will be jsciuded in this summary. However, this 
6ummary will not include a point-by-point comparison of all areas of _ a ei 
agreement or disagreement with information contained in the previous . | 
samnsey -— | 

A positive decteion in regard to NCSENK® based on all 
avallable information should be made in the irnmediate future. Thore | 


wee 


a eS are so known sources currently availableto provide new positive eee Gy ye 


information concerning NOSENKO and his bona fides. It te recognised 
i thet there fo always a possibility tn the future a new source or sources 


will be able to furnish additional information in regard to NOSENKO. 


‘However, this poseibillty {os exceedingly tenuous and it is felt there 
ie sufficlent information avsilable on which to base a conclusion in go Ee SY 


7 . the NCSENKO matter. 
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SUMMARY OF DEVELOPMENTS IN NOSENKO CASE : a 


SINCE 30 OCTOBER 1967 es 3 a 


Since 30 October 1967, interviews with Yuriy Ivanovich NOSENKO 7 


ave een conducted by one individual not previously known personally to 1. ; Zz : 
NOSENKO but who has been aware of the NOSENKO case since June 1962. | ie ‘i 

Interviews have been detailed and very extensive in scope, have eas 
been recorded and transcribed, and have covered the entire life and caree: 7 ‘ 
of NOSENKO without regard to sieties a particular aspect had been. 
covered during previous interview or interviews, 

NOSENKO, although naturally apprehensive during the firet few 
iitortewa: has been cooperative, has developed a relaxed attitude, and 
the interviewer has noted no gignificant reluctance to discuss any aspect 
of his life, career, or activities. On occasion NOSENKO has indicated a oa me : 

_ reluctance to maxe positive statements in certain areas previously 
considered at a minimum extremely controversial. This reluctance 


was understandable and when it became apparent to NOSENKO that the 


’ 


SECRET: bee 


GOOI014 se 


Eatisl23 
Crazraciay 8 
Cockesgtizsts2 


sant ean pean erp i ate cher tline na nt rennin eseree! SPewgi, 
5 “t 


Sy 
eee nest 


ies 


S ‘i 
DSR Sas heehee 


14-00000 


interviewer would not cispute or disparage his statements without adequate 
reason, this reluctance on the part of NOSENKO, in the opinion of the 
interviewer, totaiiy disappeared, 

During the interviewing period, particularly in the first 5ix months, : 
SOSENKO materially assisted tne interviewer by preparing approximately 
sixty memoranda on such diverse subjects as his life, motivation for de- 
fection, individual cases, notes which he furnished to CIA in 1904, KGB 
organization, and KGB officer and agent personalities. As an example 
of the scope of this work by NOSENKO, four of the memoranda included 

_ob 
remarks concerning approximately [875|KGB ofiicers, [Loo\xca agents, 
3 “35 ‘GRU officers, and[A06 other Soviet nationals. These liste were alpha- 
beticaliy arranged andthe above indicated cooperation of NOSENKO has 
materially assisted in the organization and evaluation of iniormation 
furnished by him Guring current interviews. 

Copies of transcripts of interviews with NOSENKXO and related 
memoranda have been disseminated to the FBl and the C1 Staff. Special 
Agent Elbert Turner and Special Agent James Wooten of the Washington 
Field Office/FBI in particular have given great assistance in research 
and compilation of new or additional information and the FBI has inter- 
viewed or reinterviewed a number of United States citizens concerning 


whom NOSENKO has furnished pertinent information, 


2 6001012 
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fad : In addition, throe professionals frorn the $B Division have 
reviewed ths current information and assisted in the retrieval of 
previous information from NOSENKO and collation of current 
information with previous informatk-a. The latter ‘s a tremendous 


task because of the volume of material; the number of individual 


cases irvolved; and the extensive information in regard to KGB 


persenalities, precedures, organizational structure and activities. 


s 


The 8B Diviston elso provided the services of an expert 

Gaailates to translate the tapes of the 1965 interrogation of NOSENK® | GS . — 

_ by Petr DERYABIN and one of the ceeviousiy siantisaed lises pres | 
fassionala completed & new translation of the 1962 interviews with 


NOSENKO. In addition, SrSnECHAPH Cee of sersats other pervicclerty 


pertinent previous intgatiews of NOSENKO. Sie beau completed by 


! 
{ 


the Office of Security. 


; | Approximately 7000 pages of transcripts and related material 
have been compiled and disseminated aince late October 1967. Com- | 
iments concerning the value of the information contained in the above 
rnsterial aro contained in another section of thie summary. As of the 
Boot “ a present thne, a complote analysts is not seoeikis since a considerable 
. portion of the material hae not been fully processed. In the proparation 
"of this summary all areas of major significance have been examined. 


7 Because of the voluminous information, all analytical and: ‘collation work 


has nat been cnopintads but it ie not considered that,. based on all - 
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the remaining work will materially affect 


the conclusions drawn in this summary. 


avatiable information, 


K 


The polygraph interview of NOSEN 


2 was initiated on ; 


% Aegust end conciuded on 6 August 1968. Approximately 


sixty 


questions of a pertinent nature were included in the polygraph Iater- 


No probleme were encountered during the polygraph interview 


i 


interview on a temporarily reduced scalo in order to permit.a review 


‘ 


copy of the self-explanatory report on the results of the polygraph 


1 


ee 


and no additional testing of NOSENKO te anticipated. Attached tsa 


Interviews with NOSENKO have-contiaued since the polygraph 


inte 


view. 


a vere 


There is, . 
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preparation of. this summary. 


ne 


coed 


on and 


of previous informatt 


no doubt that future interviews with NOSENKO will reveal information 


of intelligence value, but information developed thus far will parmit 
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z6 : Chiet, Security Research Staff 12 August 1968 
FRA : interrogation Research Division 
r¢ ~- . Chea ~ ” +7 
SUE? «6s Yuriy Ivanovich NOSENKO IRD # 67592 


ID Pis YENG DISA 


athe 


’ Subject is a 40 year old foruer G3 Staffer wao defected so the 
U.S. in 1964 in Geneva. 


BACKGROUND ‘ avi. 

ur. Bruce L. Solie of the Security Research Staff has béen de- ° 
‘sriefing and interrogating Subject since Octooder 1967 in order to 
resolve the issue waetier Subject was a dispatched agent of tne KGB. 
zie has conducted a vast exmount os research and checxing with sources 
* in an effort to estaolisa the werSetty of Subject's statements. 


PURPOSE 
& The primary purpose of the polygraph test was to dstaraases 
le “Whether Suoject was a dispatched Agent of the KGB; 


2. whetier Subject had intentionaliy given Mr. Solle . 
any faise inforsation. 


PROCEDURS 


Subject was given a polygraph examination on 2 August 1968 at 
a safesite in the vicinity of Wasninston, D.C. The examination was 
conducted in the mngiishs language. Suoject's comprenension and tne 
aollity to express ninself in Engiisn was completely adequate for 
‘ purposes of polygraph testing. Suoject was completely cooperative 
in all respects. Suoject displayed no evasiveness and appeared to 


be completely ?ranx whenever he was questioned or gave inforzation 
on @ topic. 
3 


The following relevant questions were asked during the first test: 
Is your true name Yurly dvenovich NOSENKO? Yes. 


Were you born in the year 19277 Yes. 
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eae Besides the Acuericans, did you tell anyone else about your 
@ intention to defect? Ko. 
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» 3. . wom . 2 2 4 
Dad you ever teil anyone in the Kos about your contac’ with : 
fsserscan Inteiligence? i:0.. 


verse you given instructions by the KGB to get in contact wits 
fwerican Intelligence? iso. 


were you told by tie KGB to defect in order to carry out an : 
Inteiiigence mission? No. ; a 


me following relevant questions were aszea Guring the second test: : ge 


Did the KGB actusliy sera a coumunication for your recall to : 
tne USSR on the Gay of your defection? io. : 


Were you acquainted with CHEREPANOV? Yes. ; : 


Did you actually travel to Gorziy in Novemoer 1963 to hunt for : 
CiiaRePANOV? = Yes. - : 


oe) Are you deliberately witrhoiding from us any information about . . a tae 4 
-, ‘the KGB recruitzent of Accricans? iso. a 


Does tne XGB have MacKA and NWepruuc 607 Yes. 


Were you the responsiole Case Cfficer for Jona Abidian in 1960-617 
Yes. 


DO you Know tne true nase of ANDASY or SASHA? Ho. 
Diag you ever pave tucercuiasis? Yes. 
She foilowing relevant questions were asxed on test tnree: 
ia you serve in Navy Intelligence from 1951 to 1953? Yes. _ : ; 
Was] Suuaii|in the USSR during the periog 1957 to 19597 Yes. : 
‘ : 


To the best of your xnowledge, were you in the Seventh 
Department at this tine? Yes. a 


Did you telephone the GRU about! SHUBIN{at this tine? Yes. 


: - Go the dest of your knowledge, was POPOV compromised because 
: . of tne letter Mr. sinters mailed? Yes. 
- o > a 2 .. 0001016 
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To wne oest OF your jsvlcdcse, was TIOVGIGY e:mosed to the 

353 Decause Of the 1165 Gurveiaiance oa tie Britich Endassy? = + \ 
Seb. . 

wag them any nisleadins inforuation in tue notes you-orougnt 

out from the Soviet Unicon? io. 


Dia you intentionally exaggerate ycur personal association witha 
GRBAOVT No. . . 


are you hiding any adverse information avout your background? No. 


Sudiect's poiygrapn test reflected no significant responses indicative 

of deception regarding the rolevant questions assed. iio further polygraza 

tests were aduinistered on t213 Gate oecause the cxaminer did not want to 
ran the risx of fatigue setting in and thus possibiy ceusing adrenalin 

' exhaustion. . 


2 
as 


Polygraph testing was resucec. on 6 August 1968. Tne following 
relevant questions were aszed ca test four: - 
: Did you join the KGB ia tarch 29537 Yes. ‘- 


Were you & KGB officer from 1953 to 19642 Yes. - ' 
Were you a Deputy Chie? co the Seventh Deparment? Yea. 
Were you only a Captain at tris tine? “Yes. J 


Were you an officer in the U.S, Euoassy Sectioa frém March , st 
1953 to May 19552 Yes. , 


In 1958 and 1959 were you the Deputy Chie? of the ‘merican- 
British-Cansdian Sectica in the Seventh Department? Yes. 
Froa January 1960 to Lecexber 1961 were you the Deputy to the, 
Chie? of the First Section of the First Deparment? Yes. 


From January to July 19€2 were you the Chie? of the First Section — - 
, of the Seventh Departcens? Yes. ‘ 


at the tine of the Stalingrad operation against [Zenson, Mule] and 


eo me 06,06 = 
a 7 7 | . 0001017, _ 


i 
1 f 
Were you an officer in wre First Section, rirst Department, SCD, ! 
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The foliowing reievant questions were asxed on tess Sive: 


Since 1953 do you “now of any other NG3 recruitceats in tne 
American Exbassy besides #UTEY and fiGUARD Ne. 
ob 


Did the KGB xnow about tie cotes you brougit «7 fo. 


Have you told us the compiete truth avout your “U3 career? Yes. 


” Did you intentionally exazcerate your nersonal involvement in 


cases in 1962 oi i964 in oréer to micicad us? io. 


Did you intentionally give us any faise operational 
inforsation? io. 


Did GRIBATOV offer you the position of Deputy Chie? of the 
First Department? Yes. 


Was an order actually prepared promoting you to Deputy to the 
Coie? of the First Departuent? Yes, 


in early 1960 cic GRAIBANOV <eli you that your prizary responsibility 
was to work against Auerican Code Cierxs? Yes. 


Other than you mentioned, are you hiding any otner reasons for 
your defection? iio. 


Are you deliverately withholding any inforuation es any foreigers — 
recruited py the AGB? No. 


Gne foliowing relevant guestious were asked oa test 6ix: 
Did you enter tie KGB throwza the influence of General BOGDAN 
KOSULOV? =Yes. 


Did you succeed BAXHVALOV as Deputy Chief of the First Section? 
Yes. . 


Did GRYAZNOV succeed you as Deputy Chief of the First Section? 
Yes. . 


‘Were the CHEREPANOV papers passed to the Americans with KCB 


knowledge? No. 
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20°. mnowledge wap there any ulsicnding information in the 
Chiao papers? io. * 
Did you ever personaiiy weet GOLITSYR? Ao. 
a) 
Was there a cable sent to Ceneva for you to assist ARTRGV 
in the BELITSXIY case? Yes. Na 
Did you personaiiy maxe Gn approach to\KSYSEAS/at the Moscow 
Airport? Yes. 
f Zne foliowing relevant questions were asied on test seven: 
i . . " 
: Did you actually review the KGB file on OSWALD? «Yes. 
Did LEE HARVEY OSWALD receive any KGB training or aseigruents? ay 
' No. . ‘ 
Were there any uicrophones instailed in the North hing of the 
, U.S. xmoassy in Moscow? No. 
€ 


. 


; Wis 
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Was the review of micropnone reports one of your duties in 
1960-617 Yes. 


_ Are you withholding sny information known to you concerning , 


KGB microphones or electronic activity against the U.S. 
Enoassy? ito. 


Before your officiai transfer to the Seventh Departzent did 

you read the survelliance reports on the visit of ABADIAN Me gs 
to PUSHAIN street? Yes. Nod 

Did you personally conduct a certain investigation of SHAXOV 

in 1962 in Geneva? Yes. 


Was the ranx of Lieutenant Colonel on your travel document . : 
to GORY only a mistake py KASHPEROV? § Yes. 


_The following relevant questions were asxed on test eight: 


‘While in the U.S. Expassy Section did you obtain a typewriter 
for BORODIN for the preparation of a letter-to Hdward Zilis 
SMITH? Yes. . 
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46 tiere any poscivility © 
tO Gesect to tie Acericans? No. 


Suofect's polygrapa test of 6 Aust iixewise ref.eoted xno ' 


indications of céecepition. 
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ANALYTICAL COMMENTS CONCERNING THE BONA FIDES OF 


YURIY iVANOVICH NOSENKO 


: : - . Ags indicated in the irtroduction to this summary, information in 
i . regard to Yuriy ivanovich NOSENKO will be considered against an arbi- 


trary but realistic list of areas considered pertinent to the question of 


whether NOSENKO voluntarily defected to this Agency without KGB 


yO a knowledge,: and whether his. 1962 and early 1964 contacts with represent- 


‘ atives of this Agency were known to the KGB. 


bape : 
ao It was noted that motivation and certain other pertinent aspects 


2h, 3 x - , 
Res £ jen 5 s : 


‘also be considered put ‘that his admitted previous lies and exag- ; 
a : gerations. would not per se warrant a conclusion that NOSENKO is not a 
: "bona. fide defector," 
The following is a list of the areas considered pertinent and which 
are being given specific consideration, Attached is a separate section 


containing remarks in regard to the cesignated areas of A-H, 


A. Is NOSENKO identical to the person whom he claims 


psa. to be? ' 


B.. Is the claimed KGB career of NOSENKO plausible? 
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C. Has NOGENKO given an acceptable expianation of 
his motivation in contacting CIA in 1962 and for his ve 


defection in 1964? goer 


D.. Is tne information furnished by NOSENKO to CIA : 1 
: : . concerning KGB operations, personalities, and organi- Le 


zation reasonably commensurate with his claimed KGB ; 


; ’ : 


: career? : 
E, Can the information furnished by NOSENKO be con- oes : 
i sidered dieste as having resulted in ecaial damage | 
to the KGB and/or has the information furnished by , 
: m9 , | NOSENKO been of significant benefit to Western Intelli- 2 
: : - 9 . % , H , 
aa 7 pita S gence? a 
: - # ' FY Is there evidence of KGB deception or "give away" in , F 
: . ; information furnished i NOSENKO which would warrant | 
: . a conclusion that NOSENKO was dispatched by the KGB? 
G. Is there evidence ofa political or any other the objective 
; 8 : which could justify a dispatch of NOSENKO by the KGB 7 7 
: " with permission to speak freely to CIA concerning his | 


, aa, knowledge of the KGB and without NOSENKO being given © 


a specific mission or missions? 
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e H. Is there any evidence that the contacts of NOSENKO 


P in 1962 or in 1964 with CIA were known to the KGB 


os _ prior to his defection or that NOSENKO was ever briefed i. 4 


: by the KGB relative to his behavior or KGB objectives 


yt during these contacts or after his defection? 
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SERRE TA REA 


A. | Is NOSENKO identical to the person whom he claims to be? 
During interviews NOSENKO has furnished detailed information in regard 
to his family, his activities as a youth, the schools he attended, assoc- 
iates of his father and mother, and his own associates, The period 
under consideration in this section is tne period preceding his. entry 
into the First Department, Second Chief Sivestatuae: MVD, «in rid 
March 1953. 

Information furnished by NOSENKO soaveenitig his father and 
mother and his early, life, together with other information such asa 


comparison of photographs of NOSENKO and a photograph of his father 
and confirmed travel of his mother to Western Europe in 1956 with 


Madame KOSYGINA, conclusively establish that he.is Yuriy Ivanovich 


-NOSENKO, the son of Ivan Isidorovich NOSENKO, the Minister of Ship- 


building in the USSR prior to his death in 1956. This is also satisiactorily . : 


supported by personal-type information furnished py NOSENKO concern- 
sf E. is a . Fi f ‘ 
ing other associates of his father and mother. 


Since, as indicated above, there is considered to be no doubt 


that Yuriy Ivanovich NOSENKO is the son of the former Minister of 


Shipbuilding, a detailed study of his life prior to 1945 (age 18) is of: 
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woe Bal eieta A 
hitthe or no value in assessing ti.c bona fides or non-pona fides of 
NOSENKO. An expose of his youthful indiscretions, of which be nas 
admitted a number, is of no import in a discussion of whether NCSENKO 
was or was not Gispatched by the AGB, Obtaining any coilaterai Zirst- 
hand information in regard to NOSENKO beiore 1945 would be of 
negligible value, but there actually is supporting information from 
Nikolay ARTAMONOV, a defector from the Soviet Navy, concerning 
the claimed attendance by NOSENXO at a military-naval preparatory 
school in Leningrad. 

NOSENKO, during current interviews, has stated that he grad- 

‘) uated from the Institute of International Relations in 1950 and had , 

attended the Institute ‘since 1945, He has explained that he should have 

graduated in 1949'since it was a four-year course, but failed the final 

examination in Marxism and therefore was required to attend the Institute 

for a longer period of time and again take his final examinations, 

Based on information furnished by NOSENKO concerning co- 

students and the Institute, there is no reason to doubt that he actually | 

attended and graduated from the Institute of International Relations in 

1950. The previous controversy in this matter was complicated by ‘ : 

NOSENKO who, in 1964 after his defection, stated in a biography that 


ee 


~ he had graduated from the Institute in 1949, Actually this statement 
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by NOSENXO in 1964 resulted in conflicting information since NOSENKO 
on 9 June 1962 during his first contact with CIA had stated that he 
“completed the Institute of International Relations in 1950.*' NOSENKO oe m4 a 
tee given the explanation that he changed the date of his graduation to . or : vt 
| 1949 because he did not wish to admit that he had iailed to graduate in. | 
. 1949. NOSENKO explained that this change in his date of graduation 
eaueen him to pre-date his actual entry into Navy Intelligence eB 1950 
instead of 1951 and his actual entry into the KGB from 1953 to 1952. 
= 7 The above action by NOSENKO is included in what NOSENKO has 
' characterized as hie "stupid blunders." The latter is a rather apt: | 
wD Sie acieeiatica of his now admitted lies ana exaggerations but is not . Ws hos 
” evidence that NOSENKO was dispatched by the KGB. It'is- evidence of : See a 
a certain personality trait of NOSENKO who has in the past by his own 
admission tended to enhance his importance and astuteness by graphically 
Sosekying his personal ascHeipanin in KGB activities concerning which 
he had knowledge but did not personally participate. * 
The claimed service of NOSENKO in Navy Intelligence during 
March 1951 to early 1953 in the Far East and the Baltic areas has been 


seriously questioned in the past. Specific comments on this period of 
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_ time are contained in a separate section of this summary, but it is 


considered that the recent interviews of NOSENKO satisfactorily sub- 
stantiate his claimed service in Navy Intelligence during March 1951 
to early 1953, 

Attached is a typed copy ofa handwritten memorandum completed 
by NOSENKO on 31 October 1967. This is a. biographical statement con- 
cerning his iife and KGB career. No effort has been made to correct 
grammatical errors or spelling since to do so would be in conflict with 
the manner in which current interviews were conducted; namely, to give 
NOSENKO an opportunity to recdunt his life.and activities to permit a re- 
“examination of the entire case. The comprehension and fluency of 
NOSENKO in the English language was adequate for interview purposes 


in October 1967 and both have materially improved since that time. 


‘ _ Interviews of and memoranda prepared by. NOSENKO since 


* 31 October 1967 have not indicated any material discrepancies with the 


statements of NOSENKO in the attached memorandum, One change that 
a 

has-been miade by NOSENKO is that he now dates his transfer from the. 

‘First Department, Second Chief Directorate (SCD), KGB, to the Seventh 


Department, SCD, as occurring in the latter part of May 1955 rather 


‘than June - July 1955 as indicated in the attached statement. NOSENKO 


" also now dates the period in which an unsatisfactory "characterization" 


“hes 
rm 


“the 


14-00000 


(personnel evaluation) was prepared on NOSENKO in March - April 

1955 rather than May - June 1955, Since the unsatisfactory personnel 

report was directly euiiiea to his transfer to the Seventh Department, 

neither of the above changes are considered to be of a significant nature, 

An- effort has been made during current interviews to differentiate between ‘ 
errors due to faulty memory and disecepancies indicative of deception by 


NOSENKO. 


Attachment: 
31 Oct 67 Memo 
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Poot Ce , Operational Memo # N-2 7 mae fe a 
! “ : £ - 
|. SUBJECT: NOSENKO, Yuri Ivanovich : ; : ee) : 
A 4 : : . ‘ i ! 
4 : - 
de 
i ii The foliowing is a typed copy of a handwritten memorandum 
. ; furnished by Subject on 31 October 1967, following a request on : a . 
# 30 October 1967: F ety Pee) ee 
i uiiui. : _ OT ga 
eo I, (NOSENKO, George; was born 30 October 1927 inthe city . =~ | ee 
. Nicolaev, Ukraine, : ; ie ; se a 
7h ade. : x ane 3 oe.“ 
% 1 : a family: the father - NOSENKO, Ivan, b. 1902, was working ; ' or 
ae 7 ' at the’ ehipbuilding plant and studied at the shipbuilding institute, which ea Hoe ae ‘ 
t t eek: 
yo he finished in 1928; the mother - NOSENKO, Tamara (nee MARKOVSKI), eer 
1908, a housewife; the brother - NOSENKO, Vladimir, b. 1944, 
. : 
; ‘student, 
oo - . In September 1934 I began to study in the school (0 class) out 
} hae studied a short period of time because in October with the mother went es : 
: a “in Leningrad where the father was working at the shipbuilding plant, eee on ee 
: - _ "Sudemech" from summer 1934, In Nicolaev I was living at the Street ! 
: ed . Nicolski bw All relatives of my family were living also in Nicolaev. if < 
i - _ . : In Leningrad I was living with parents in three places till 1938: - | 
: 7 eg fee ss a cs 
| : oie at the Street Stachek (1934 ~ summer 1935), St.. Canal of Griboedov, ; : ; 
ec 3) 154 (1935- 1938), St. M.. Gorky (short period in 1938). From 1935til PS 
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1938 I studied at the schools, which were close to my places of living. 


. 


In 1938 the father began to work in Moscow and soon I with the mother 


went to live in Moscow in the end of this year. 


soe ag ; In Moscow we were living at the St. Serafimovich, 2. Here 


' 


I was ‘continuing to study at the school 585 (St, Be Polianka), In 1941 


pois" °- finfahed 6th class and went with parents to rest to the south (Sochi) 


See 
a but soon began the war and we returned in Moscow, 


2 Poy 
ef : : . . 


re oe In October 1941 I with my mother went in the evacuation in 


Cheliabinsk (Ural), where I finished 7th class in spring 1942. In 
. Cheliabinsk I lived in the poselok ChTZ, beizg there I tried to run to 


7 y the front with my playfellow BUSKO, but we were caught and returned 


home, . In 1942 (summer) I went with the mother.in city Gorxi and in 

. seuemieuss we returned in Moscow, | 

oA eas & . _ In August I entered in the Moscowite military-navy special 
2 ., 8chool, which was evacuated in Kuibyshev, where I ijinished 8th class 
: 3 : * in summer 1943 and after that I anEes on a leave in Moscow, This : 


Aiea '; . school must be evacuated from Kuibyshev in Achinsk (Siberia) and I 


ie . did not want to go there, With the help of father I was accepted in the 


° 


« Baku's military-navy preparatory school and in August went in Baku, 


states ean 


where I was studying at the second course (9th:class). in this school 


- » | _ I 'twice tried to be sent as a volunteer to.the front but failed, Soon 
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* Leningrad. 


ne (St. Granovexi, 3). a : ", ee 


“after that Il run witha friend (RADCITENKO) home in Moscow (January 
Z rae 


1944), In Moscow I studied at the courses (Russian word), finished 
9th class and was accepted again in the military-navy preparatory 


school, which was located in Leningrad. In August of 1944 I went in 


aes tee aaa 


RS 5 


, All cadets of this school were sent to forest (about 200 km, 


Pry ose - 


from Leningrad) to prepare wood for winter, where we have been two 


wre 


‘months. In November I wounded by chance the left hand and was put 


in the navy hospital, When I was in the hospital I decidec<aot to return 


in the school. but to finish ‘10th class in Leningrad about what I have 


written a letter to'my father asking his help and agreement with such 


my decision, With the help of the father's friends I quited with the school 


and entered in the shipbuilding college on the second course in January 
1945 and studied there till the end of May. The WWII finished and I 
decided ve return to Moscow. The director of the shipbuilding college 
had given me a document that I studied in this college at the second 


course and finished this course (though I was not passing exams). In 


_ Leningrad I was living in the-hostel of this college (St. Tolmachev). 


- In May 1945 I arrived in Moscow and was living with parents 
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a _ , In summer 1945 there was created the institute of the inter~ 
national relations in Moscow and in July 1 entered in this institute. 


: ; In fuly my father went in Germany with the group of engineers 


and he took me (I received a temporary rank of a senior lieutenant, 


documents and a uniform). : : 


: In-1945-1950 I studied at the institute. In 1946 I acquainted - 


with a girl.- Shishkov FLAVIA, student of the medicine insitute. I 


was.in close relcfions with this girl, because of the pregnancy i married 


her and she made an abort. My parents were against the marriage and 


we did not live together and we soon divorced, In the end of 1946 I was 


te 
aren 


_acquai nted with Telegin AUGUSTINE and was going to marry her, re- 


ar ae November ‘her father, General TELEGIN, was arrested, but I married 
a her, The marriage was not piceeuaha. I foundout about her close 
relations with the brother, and the child-girl was born with pathological 
change. Iwas not the father of this child. After that I broke with her = #8 


and we were living separately (end of 1948 ~ beginning 1949). 


‘ 


In spring 1950 before state exams in the institute was working 


-- the commission, which was deal ing with future works. of the students of 


t + . 


I.expressed a wish to work in any military organization 


.m 
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an I finished the institute and received a diploma, 


‘ 
‘ 


oo? evo ae . ae 


. and soon I was invited to visit personnel department of MGB (Ministry 

' of State Security), But MGB did not accept me. After that with the 
help of the father I began to deal with the personne] department of the 
intelligence of the ministry Be military ae concerning my, future work, 


Passing state exams I failed Marxism-Leninism and with a 


fe group of fails I was passing State exams once more, In October 1950 


. ° 


’ ‘ 


Il wae accepted in the navy intelligence in the 13 of March 1951 


. and in March 17 went by a train to Soviet Harbour (inteiligence of 7th ; 
: Fleet, as an interpreter.of the information department). Before going 


4 
y 


¥ 


‘to the’ Far East I began my divorce with the former wife. 


At the end of April 1952 I went on a leave in Moscow. Immediately 


after returning in Moscow I had a blood cough out. J: the middle of May 


‘I went to a tuberculous sanatorium not far from Moscow, In July I 


finished my treatment and returned in Moscow. Because of the health 


Tae T,could not return back to the. Far East and tle personnel department of 


*‘ the navy intelligence sent me to Baltic Sea (as a senior interpreter of 


: ithe navy intelligence point of the intelligence of 4th Fleet - in Sovietak, 


‘Kaliningrad's district). 


“1. When.1 studied at the institute.1 as all the students received a 


a ‘ 


‘rank of junior li 
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second course in 1947. In 1951 the ministry of navy nad given me also . at 


. 


the rank of junior lieutenant when I was accepted in the navy intelligence, : 


In September-October 1952 I received a rank of lieutenani, 
‘In Sovietax the work was not interested and for me it. was nothing 


todo, Besides this the clim:te wae not good for my health and I decided 


to change the job. With this purpose before new year at the end of 1952 


tate cate 2 


. 8 “ae : oy 
i re eeck a leave $n8 went to Moscow. SePEaeY 1 Iwas with my parents 
* . ah : 
at the evening pecan at the cottage of General MGB KOBULOV, whom L at os 
ns ieee meg. ol at 
: did not know afore, but I knew his Sonrinaiaw Vahrushev Vasili-a 


1 mo, 

former student and my friend. I told him about my job and that now I . i . : 
: i 

— thinking about uchenge of the debs One eee was Speaking with me 


‘on this theme and propose we work and his help i in MGB, but nothing 


4 . 


more definite was said about my work. This month I reported to the 


eo - head of the personnel department of the navy intelligence KALOSHIN wed A 


about my decision and that I will be working in MGB, : 


In the end of January I went again in the tuberculous sanatorium, . i 


Cra near 


_where I was in,1952. ‘In the days of funeral of STALIN I has come to ee i 


~~ Moscow ang visited ‘the ministry where my father was WOTIENE: There 


Og UPD 
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ol have seen General KOBULOV who has come to the father and he said 
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ce 
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1 


_. ception room of KOBULOV, but he was too busy and his assistant 


', Wae said to come next day and began to work, 


come to KOBULOV. There I have spent about two hours in the re-' 


SAVITSKI sent me to the Deputy of the Chief of the Second Directory ; 
 SHUBNIAKOV, who ‘aia me that there was signed an order and I was 
, sueeuene in the 1 aGpurinene of 2 ened. pirectory as a case officer, 
SHUBNIAKOV invited ihe: desuty of the chief of 1 department GORBATENKO 
(who dae octane as the chief of 1 Department because the chief of the 
department KOSLOV, Anatoli, was audetieed to the special department 
of extraordinarily affairs (investigation) }). SHUBNIAKOV and 
GORBATENKO said to me that I would be working in the 1 section of 
“the @epacensnty _ Then I with GORBATENKO.went to. the 1 department, ; 
Was acquainted with the chief of section KOSLOV, Veniamin, KOSLOV 
. told me that I will be working against the awevigin correspondents, 
showed me room, my desk and acquainted with the oificess; who were 
working in this room: KUTIREV, RACOVSHI, GROMOV and TORMOSOV, 


The last officer must give files on the correspondents and agents. 1 


1 When I.waa resting in the tuberculous sanatorium I acquainted 
, with KOJEVNIKOV, Ludmila, a student of the Moscowite University, 


road in oe 1953 we married. Reloxe it I was Having + with my Parente. 


- aeemeeenentat + nD conaaaiasioka the tate ret eter asemoscee | ©: rar m~ re 


G0ULL37. oh 


SAE ON Te i te ar ee ee 


' 
i 


14-00000 


wer ven WE TIO FTE SE 


"In the end of 1954 before leaving komsomol (decause of Lge) the komsomol 


_ characterizations (May-June). In my characterization was written that 


-I.did not appropriate to the 1 department 2 chief directory, In June- - “ Lae a 
‘was appointed to the 7. department 2 chiefdirectory as acase __ a ee 


J uly I 


‘more, ‘but Idid not come. They wanted to see once more and sent a 


St. Serafimovich, 2 (the flat of her parents), In 1955 Il received a flat : 
at St. Narodnya, 13, where was living with my family. : 


In 1954 I contracted a disease (gonorrhea) and on the zavies _ bj 
of the friend IVANOV went to medic point at St. Negliunya, Doctors | | 
asked to show a document, I had with me only MVD certificate and an ‘ 

operative passport and showed them the passport. Doctors had. given 


me a treatment, after that twice they made tests and asked to come once 74 


letter to the place of work, which was written‘in the passport. The oa 


plant with MVD found out about it, The deputy. of the chief, SHUBNIAKOV, 


was speaking with me. Lhad written my explanation, and punished by the 


chief of the 2 directory, FEDOTOV - 15 days of arrest. The komsomol's | 


organization also punished me, I received a strict reprimand and was , | 


we one cen ee Serres ee ee arene eT 


freed of the head of komsomol's organization of the 2 chief director. 


I was a member of komsomol's organizationfrom October 1943, 


organization of KGB took off this strict reprimand. 


In 1955 on all officers of the 2 chief directory were written 


SERS SERS 


14-00000 


coon Pr on was : 
atria? ca chiirenreew eet NT 2 i ENS AA cant eo cet 


‘soon received a rank oi a senior lieutenant and got a promotion <a 


Lo 
f 


ans Rl s seen, 


oiticer of 2 section, This section was new created (the work against 
tourists). The chief of 7 department - PERFILIEV, the chief of the \ 
2 section - GUSKOV. 

In 1956 Iwas accepted as a candidate in the Communist Party, 


senior case officer. ‘ - 


In }457 I was accepted in the Party as a member, — . 


can . 


iin August 1956 my father died, 
In 1957 or 1958.1 was promoted a deputy chief of 2 section. In . 


7th department I was working till 1960 and in January 1960 was sent to 


work as a deputy chief of the 1 section in the 1 department 2 chief ae 
directory (chief, of the 1 department, KLIPIN, Vlad, chief of the 
i section - KOVSHUX). 

‘My family was consist of the wife and two daughters: Oksana, 
born in 1954, and Tamara, born in 1958, Oksana was ill (bronchial 
asthma) from 1957 and almost every year till 1963 2-3 months was in 
hospitale. In 1960 Iwas thinking about change (temporary) place of 
livin g and there was a possibility to go to work in 2 departments. KGB 
‘in Lvov and Odessa, But there was another question if I go from Moscow. * 
Lwould lose the flat in Moscow. At this time the chief of the section of . 


2 department, PIATROVSKI, proposed tome to goto work in Ethiopia. 
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| (ecuntencinvelliventa worx among Soviet specialists in Ethiopia). The — i 
chief of 2 chief directory agreed and the question was almost decided ey 4 
' 
; : | ‘but in the last moment the personnel department of KGB did not agree, 
. The ae were the case oi 1954 (lines: and use of the passport for 
sgover) and a checking in the place of ag living (some of agents report 
| that drink and on this base have quarrels with the wife). - ; . a 
me I was working in the 1] department till 1962. In January 1962 Q 
‘ 7 ¢ I.was appointed again in-the 7 department as. the chief ef the 1 section . : 
ee seieat tourists from the USA and Canada). , 7 : 
: In December 1959 I got a rank of a captain, . foe ota . : . 
: When I began to wor« in the 7 department I knew that soon I u ; 
- must be promoted a deputy chief of the department, when would free ' 
: . a place ~ the deputy chief bt department BALDIN was preparing to go i 
. * to work in astern Germany. . : 
. ; In July 1962 I was appointed the deputy. chief of 7 department f- 
; * (the chief of ‘the department was CHELNOKGV) and here I was working : POETS 4 
i : 


7°" $i January 18, 1964. 
: During my work in MVD-KGB I did not study in any school, - 


_only in 1953-1954 was visiting courses of foreign languages of MVD- 


. . 
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1 
-; : Five times I] was sent abroad; in 1957 I wae in England with a 
—_ ‘ ; . 


7 * 


eater 


aport delegation; in 1958 was again in Engiand with a sport delegation; 


’ 


i in '1960 Iwas in Cuba witha delegation of specialists of nickel industry; . 
‘in 1961 I was ‘sent in Bulgaria with the aim to help to l department 2 — | 


‘ a ' directory MVD; in 1962 1 wae in Switzeriand - the conference of dis- 


armament, 2 


Working in MVD-KGB every year Ihad leaves for rest. In 


1953. with the wife I was resting in the tuberculous sanatorium, In 1954. 


s 2 
Pan 


I was with the family at the cottage. In 1955 I was resting at the cottage. 


/ 
| 
t 
' 


In March 1956 I was resting with the wife in Karlovi Vary, Czechoslovakia, 


‘In 1957 I wae in Leningrad two weeks with the wife and then rested at _. 


‘ {ow 


‘ 


the cottage. In 1958 I was resting at the cottage. In 1959 I with the wife " | 


rested in Sochi, In January-February 1960 I rested with the wife in Ht 
Kislovodsk, In 1961 - August - I rested with the wife and daughters in 
Nicolaev, In October 1962 I rested with the wiie in Sochi, In July 1963 


‘I vested with the wife and daughters in Anapa. o 
; 
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B. is the claimed KGB career of NOSENKO plausible? Inthe | 
past the theory has been sidvaneed that NOSENKO was never an sitiees 
in the KGB. information of a detailed nature from NOSENKO concern- 
ing the KGB, particularly the Seccud Chief Directorate, neabeen 80 
Sutensive as to invalidate any contention that he was not a KGB officer. | 


It is considered that NOSENKO was a KGB officer in the claimed: 


Departments during the claimed periods of time and served in the claimed 


positions in each Department. It is interesting to ‘Aote that NOSENKO has 


not materially varied in his statements in regard to the above since his’ 


original contact in June 1962 (with the exception of his change to 1952 aa 


‘date of his entry into the KGB and then later reverting to the date given: 


. 8 . 
LSpdatiatend nn ae nomalinannttn tA SatN AR D cterenme me 


pengegrstenarye ses care 
a ue ian 


There have been some variations in dates of'a minor nature, 


‘ 


in 1962). 


as indicated elsewhere in this summary, but these are of month or day’ 


atari oe : i 
Cr 4 


of transfer irom one Department to another and not considered critical 


or evidence of deception, NOSENKO has admitted previously giving false 


ge t 


ormation in regard to rank and medals, but his basic story concerning 
¢ i} 
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today is not significantly different from the fragmentaryi 


his KGB career 


in June 1962. 


version 


he gave 
Basically the follow 


dered to have been the KGB 


ing is now consi 


career of NOSENKO 


Mid-March 1953 - late May 1955, Firat Section, 
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in Soviet organizations and more specifically in the KGB. As an example, 
a Chief of Department in the KGB or the Chief of a Residentura aoroad ; 

_ may. have 2, 3 or even 4 deputies, one of wnom is given the title of \ 
First Deputy. This particular deputy acts in the absence of the Chief 
of Department and in genera} has supervisory functions over ali the 
Department sections. The exception to the latter is when the Chief of 
Department retains direct supervision over what he may consider the 

: most imporiant section, Other deputies. have supervisory functions only. 


over designated sections or organizational components, )} ' 


During current interviews and in prepared memoranda, .NOSENKO 


‘s 
whe de 


::,,:nas furnished detailed information which it is considered substantiates 


-his. claimed positions in the KGB, . Detailed remarks on these topics are 
contained in. separate sections of this summary. 
It is realized that GOLITSYN, although confirming that NOSENKO 
-. was a KGB officer in both the First Department and Seventh Department, 
ScD, has stated that NOSENKO remained in the First Department until 


circa 1958 and that NOSENKO was not Deputy Chief of the First Section, 


First Department, in 1960, It is impossible to correlate this information 


"with the above indicated opinion that NOSENKO left the Firet Department 
“in late May 1955 and was Deputy Chief of the First Section, First Depart- 


- ment, in 1960, nor is an adequate explanation of these variances available 
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at this time, Onthe other hand, it is not reasonable that NOSENKO oe . 
would lay claim to the title of Deputy Chief of the First Section, First 7 a 
Department, if this were not true when he clearly knew of the visits of ee yt 
GOLITSYN to the First Section in 1960 - 1961 and of his conferences 


with officers closely associated with NOSENKO at that time. ' me 


NOSENKO has also mentioned a number of ofiicers of the SCD 
or former officers of the SCD who transferred to the FCDwith wnom ‘ i 


he was personally acquainted and who were also known to GOLITSYN. 


A number of these officers were officers from whom GOLITSYN has i 
stated he obtained certain information or through whom he became aware oe : 3 r 
Cd of cértain activities including Vladislav M, KOVSHUK, Gennadiy I. ao ay Suet: ae eS 
GRYAZNOV, Vladimir Ivanovich PETROV, Yuriy I, GUX, Vladimir | | 
; A. CHURANOV, Yevgeniy GROMAKOVSKIY and Vadim V. KOSOLAPOV, : 
The statement ef NOSENKO that although he had heard of | . se 


1 


GOLITSYN he had never personally met GOLITSYN, stands in conflict. 


with the statements of GOLITSYN that he, GOLITSYN, had met and 
talked with NOSE NKO in the SCD in the late 1950's, The description 
of GOLITSY®N of this meeting is that of a casual encounter in thenalls 

rather than a specific office visit. In light of this, the absence of any hy 


reason why NOSENKO from his point of view should remember such ___. ; a ergs 


‘an encounter and the absence of any reason for NOSENKO to lie on this | 
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issue, it is eminently reasonable to conclude that the encounter took : 
place but that NOSENKO ely has no recollection of it. There is 
no reason to attach sign-Jicance to this lapse of memory. 

The previous opinion that NOSENKO did not hoid the claimed 
position of Deputy Chiei, First Section, First Department, during 1960 = ; : 
‘ 1961 has had the most mer:t in the controversy over his statements | 
, relative to his KGB career, This particular aspect will be covered in. ma 
detail in another section, but of note at this time is the controversy 
| over what duties the position of Deputy Chief of Section in the SCD, KGB; 
a entails or does not entail. It is a fruitless exercise to seenibt to judge | 
whether NOSENKO was Deputy Chief of the First Section in 1960 - 1961 
on the basis of whether his ‘nbwledie-of the total metiviiies of the Firet 
Section was commensurate with the knowledge of a Deputy Branch Chief 
in CIA in regard to the activities of the entire Branch, 

Whether NOSENKO was a Deputy Chief of Section in the SCD, 
KGB, must be judged on the basis of what were the duties of a Deputy 
Chief of Section in the SCD and in particular what were his duties in | ie 
: the particular assignment, The organizational structure of the KGB 


| may or may not have some similarities to the organizational structure 


[ 
i ‘ 


of CIA, but any similarities are surely not such as to permit a judgment 
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as to wnether NOSENKO held a certain claimed position on the basis 


of a comparison oi his activities and responsibilities with that inherent 


in a.somewhat similar position in CIA, : 
One of the most important differences between United States —_ 
“A agencies or organizations, inciuding CIA, andthe bureaucratic structure 


} 


of agencies or organizations in the USSR, including the KGB, is the _ 


‘salary structure, Pay of a KGB officer is-based on military rank and 


Spee wan ide eats 


{ . on actual position held with an additional percentage increase for longevity 


' 
‘ 


and language qualification. Actual position held is important from a oo . : 


‘monetary viewpoint in addition to the prestige. As an example, the 


ened 


ver ate was 


". \ difference in monthly salary between a captain and a major is twenty 
rubles and the difference in salary between a Senior Case Officer and 
a Deputy Chief of Section is also twenty rubles, An increase in military 


rank alone has limited pay advantages, as for example a Lieutenant ‘ 


Pa 


tee mente os 


Colonel who is only a Senior Case Officer receives less pay than a major 
who holds the position of Chief of Section, 

- During current interviews, an eifort has been made to obtain 
from NOSENKO statements concerning his responsibilities in the various 


f 


',, Claimed positions, The judgment on whether he held or did not hold 


' . : 


‘the various claimed positions, in view of the absence of any factual 
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.considerabie degree on the logic of the statements made by NOSENKO. 
Admittedly th 


‘supporting or refuting information, has necessarily been based toa 


‘questions, but itis the only met 
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"1962 and defected ii 
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GC. Has NOSENKO given an acceptable explanation of his 


motivation in contacting CLA in 1962 and for his defection in 1964? Of 


the eight listed categories which are being given specific consideration 


‘ in the matter of the bona fides of NOSENXO, this category is probably 


i 


the most difficult in which to present a logical position with factual - 
support, There are too many intangible aspects involved and although 
motivation is an important factor, full resolution of the motivation . 


problem is not a paramount factor in deciding whether NOSENKO is or 


is not a‘dispatched agent. NOSENKO could have contacted this Agency in 


n 1964 without KGB knowledge and yet even at this late 


Y ae 
date have failed to disclose some important events of a personal nature 


which actually were important ingredients in his ultimate decision. 


Deiecters are humans and have at least the normal reluctance to admit 
? 


ceeacnr ue information which-they consider of a personal nature. 


On 31 October 1967 NOSENKO, following. a request, furnished a. 


‘ 


ee. memorandum on the topic of his motivation, a typed copy of 


which is attached. The memorandum, although not grammatically correct, 


“a is quite understandable and is worthy of'review, The tenor of the memo- 


thee 


randum ‘is ‘one of increasing disillusionment with the Soviet regime. 
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NOSENKO and others of his generation have lived in a Soviet society 
throughout their entire lives. The environment is an important factor 


of influence in the life of an individual and true disillusionment is at 


best usually a gradual process in which many iactors, some recognized 


- o£ 
oes % : eee ene ee 


and some not recognized by the individual, have played a role in varying — 


degrees, 


“in August 1956, could be compared to the. profligate son of wealth; 4 


‘ parents in the United States who finally graduates from colle ze aud obtains 
‘employment. perhaps in the firm of his father without actually earning any of 


: the: luxuries he has enjoyed; ‘The father of NOSENKO was not only wealthy 


by Soviet standards but also held a high government position. The 
influence of his father and the name. oi his father undoubtedly was an 
important if not the most. important sactor in NOSENKO even being 


“v permitted to enter the Naval RU and..the KGB even though NOSENKO is 


the primary reason. 


‘The above should not be construed as any medlecHon on the 


ae a * acbual intelligence of NOSENKO, but rather | as an explanation of how 


_NOSENKO could have even duvanea: the Naval RU and KGB. His 


2g . NOSENKO, until 1955 and ponetely antil the death of 3 his iather 


particularly reluctant to admit, perhaps even to himself, .that this was: 
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performance in both prior to 1956 by nis own admission was such that 


he probably would have been summarily terminated if he had not been 


‘i, Bases: 


the son of the capable,. respected Minister of Shipbuilding. " 
If a-certain amount of speculation is permitted, the ; 


disillusionment of NOSENKO, who lost many personal advantages 


following the death of his father including a personal automobile, may i 


i have actually started soon after the death of his father. Tnat NOSENKO. | : . a 


1 


is undisciplined is supported by his admissions relative to his life in 8 er , ‘ 
‘the ‘USSR and his behavior both in 1962 in Geneva and for a period oi time 


-- after his defection in 1964. _NOSENKO was addicted:to women, ‘liquor, ‘and | . : : : 


: »,the ‘material things which can be purchased with money or obtained through 


.~influence. : 


A question has been previously raised regarding his motivation - ; em 


in contacting CIA in 1962, particularly his statement that he needed money . . : x 


and would sell "two pieces of information." NOSEZNKO has stated that he — > 1 


fe tere ee 


wanted to make a contact with the Americans, that-he was not emotionally | : ‘ 3 
ready to defect, but that he subconsciously believed that if he made a : _ yy 


. contact he would be making an ultimate commitment from which he could a A 


. v no longer retreat. ie a 
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NOSENZO has stated that he gave considerable thought to the 


best way to contact the Americans s0 that he would be believed and not 


ete 


rejected and came to the conclusion that he would offer to sell some. 


information. NOSENKO stated that he thought if he approached the : se 


Americans stating ne was a "KGB counter intelligence officer who wanted . 4 


to give information," he would not have been believed and would have 


been perenptorily rejected, NOSENKO stated he had difficulty deciding. : 8 a 
’ # bs ‘ : = : . x 7 F ‘ - . + 4 
,» | how much money to ask for and how to make the approach, but finally ; : 


decided to do it tnrough Biel VaR whom the KGB considered was with . 
American Intelligence. . | 

ions UB = The above statements by NOSENKO are not in conflict with the ae ae Sith Olt 

-record, . NOSENKO did ae to sell “two pieces-of information, " almost 

immediately gave more information, made no significant demands for Ya 

wabney, and in fact his price for "two pieces of information" was 


ridiculously low by American standards. NOSENKO has during current 


‘ interviews stated, as he first.stated in 1962, that he had spent excessive 


. amounts of money in one or two riotous evenings. However, NOSENKO 


Meee ies 


has during current interviews stated that he could have covered his ' 


2 ed 


expenditures py other means without receiving any money from the iv es ar 
I a ee es 

Americans. 4 ; ’ ae a 
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- ghronology of all the factore involved could be prepared or if even re ‘ 


is. important at this dme te a dectaion ee to whether the motivation of 


; TyPed epy} Memo from NOSENKO Sa : 


SECRET = od 


NOSENKO hae ptated that the night before ble departure from oY 


Geneva to the USSR he gave serious thought to defection but wae not Sey 


_ emotionally adapted to defect st that tims. Following his raturn te the 


Soviet Union, NOSENKO, during a period of time, made his final 
decision to defect at the first opportunity, realising that it meant 
leaving bis wife, children, end other members of his far-ily in the 
USSR. 

Some aspects of the motivation of NOSENKO are obscure and 


will probably so remain. It would be preferable If an exact datsiled 


cortsin obvious isctors could be accuratoly delineated, These ars both - 7 .. 


impossible at this time and Probably at. any. time {a the fatare. What 


NOSENKO was based on personal ressons with no implications of KGB 4 


', dispatch. I¢ is considered that the explanation of NOSENK®O concerning 


his motivation ia acceptable and that hie statement that no ons except 
the Americana was aware of his contacts with the Americana in 1962 vue 
oz hts intent to dafect in 1964 ts supported by other information of a 


collateral nature. (See Section HI, H.) 
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Operational Memo # N-4 


SUBJECT: NOSENKXO, Yuri Ivanovich a 


' . uae 
' ‘ 


‘ _ The following is a typed copy of a nandwritten memorandum 
mo . + furnished by Subject on 1 November 1967, following a request on 
31 October 1967: : , 


i What were the motif and the reasons which have led me to es ae aoe A, 


pects oan 


the decision to breake with the Soviet Russia? The only definite is an © - = i: 


understanding of the situation in the Soviet Russia, the knowledge of 


ae 
the methods of the communist regime, the knowledge.of the real foreign ; ens 


and interior policies of the Soviet government and the faith in the right- - 


. 


nese of the free world. 


ns 


It waa not a decision which was accepted or could be accepted . 
- , in a month or a year. This decision was slowly growing inme, I | . + ; | 
a think that the beginning was in the studentship, : , ee ot | 
Living with my parents.and being in the circles of the parent's. 


i) 
' ; 
{ and my acquaintances I knew more then there was written in newspapers 


and periodics and that was propagandized by radio and TV, Working in 


the Far East and later being in trips in different regions and cities of 


- Russia I found out much better the life and conditions of the life of the 


na - ~ people of the Soviet Russia, aan ' . 7 aes . 
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Lea eS 


When I worked 11] years in MVD-KGB i understood and found | 
out very many things, details and the real deal of the existing regime, 
seule mdiede of the work of MGB-MVD-KGB and about their doings, | B O° Ps . : 7 
about hundreds of thousands of the people of Russia who were (and | 
still are) considered "politically" dangerous and around whom was 
(and still is) going an active work of all organs KGB. 
seen personally the so-called "decay" at the Weat. I have seen in © 
eenlity how is living people, 

oe 


Several times when I was abroad 1 was thinking about staying’ 


| at the West and not returning in Russia, but only one thing was keeping. - 


me =~ my family. 


1 

| 

{ 

| : 7 At the same time when I was several times abroad I have . . ‘ 
i 

' In 1962 in Switzerland I made the acquaintance with the i 
: . '. Americans. From my part "the sell of the information" was a real- 


show, Iwas thinking that they would not. beiieve me otherwise, In 


that period of the time there was going a big struggle in me to stay 


i) 

: : , ae ae 

| _ 1, abroad or to return home till the last days of living in Geneva and even 1 Pade) on 
4 when I was returning home in Vienna, 

i : i 

In 1962-1963 I decided definitely that I did not want and could 

J not live more in the Soviet Russia, In this period of time I have done- : 
1 ¥ -» all my best to go as soon as possible abroad. . . a FB i a 28s 12 
F . mh ., Sie . a 5 Suh ° Ba a ae - 8 mo cy 
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-KGB operations, personalities, and organization reasonably commen- 


surate with his claimed KGB career? The conclusion is that the infor- 


-and organization is more than reasonably commensurate with nis claimed 


department, 


‘accurate standard of measurement which would permit a positive deter- 
mination as to whether inability to recall certain details or events is 


actually due to the fact that the human mind cannot recall all past events 


" -D.._Is the information furnished by NOSENXO to CIA concerning 


mation furnished by NOSENKO concerning KGB operations, personalities, 


. 


career in the KGB from mid-March’ 1953 to his: defection in early February 


1964. 
_ :- In. reaching the above conclusion, consideration has been given 
to his. claimed. departmental assignments and claimed positions in each 
Certain allowance has been made for faulty memory with 
consideration being given to whether there is any indication of deception 


or whether the failure to recall a particular item of interest can logically 
4 : ? 


be attributed to the vagaries of the human mind. There is, of course, no 


’ ' ’ 


be attributed to willful deception, 


or could 
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tara tim ay : ‘ t 
_~ 


Z . 


An effort has been made to determine if there are any particular 


patterns or areas where NOSENKO has indicated he did not recall 
: _ specific matters or certain details, and.no pattern or specific areas 
|, have been noted, NOSENKO, in fact, thas an unusually good Heiney 
: as evidenced by the extensive information ijurnished by NOSENKO purely 
i 7 a from recollection, In addition, there has been no material reluctance 
on the part of NOSENKO to discuss his entire life, KGB officers he has 
ate : known, KGB organization and procedures, or other coals of interest. 
j ' 2 a4 , NOSENKO has furnished considerable detail concerning KGB 
! : . officers whom he has known at Séetoaucde diode in his entire KGB career, 


j He. as been very consistent in information fuvniched ant has frequently 

bp RAS added certain details which he recalled ata later date, os ves 7 s 

‘ Certain remarks will be made in another section in regard to 
the volume and scope of information farnienca by NOSENKO. This in- 
formation is not selective, but is an excellent indicator that NOSENKO 


was assigned to the First Department and Seventh Department, SCD, : 


during the claimed periods of time and held the claimed positions. Con- 


sideration has been given to his various claimed KGB assignments in 


evaluating the information furnished in an effort to assess whether-his 


2 indicated knowledge was commensurate with his claimed position during 
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=e regards the duties and peaponsioianes ofa Deputy Chief of Section: 


a particular period of time or suggested the powaibiticy that he did not 
occupy the position which he claimed to have held. 


It is considered that information furnished by NOSENKO supports 


‘his claimed positions in the SCD. It has not been possible to substantially 


confirm through collateral sources that NOSENKO served in his claimed 


positions, ‘ Neither has it been possible to obtain from other sources an 


applicable.description of the duties or responsibilities of an individual 


"holding any of the positions NOSENKO claimed to have held after 1958, It 


is felt there can be no question that NOSENKO served in the: capacities of 


junior case officer, case officer, and.senior case officer during 1953 - 1957. 


x 


Chief of Section, ‘and Deputy Chief of Department, saa whe Hak NOSENKO 
held these various claimed positions, a considerable amount of personal 
judgment has been necessary. This Se svonal jadement has been made in 
as judicial a manner as possible, with full knowledge that any opinion in 
regard tothe above is largely dependent upon information from NOSENKO. 
7 NOSENKO has compiled detailed diagramé of the actual offices 


A 


he claims to have occupied and surrounding offices during the four pri- 


" may periods of time: 1953 - 1955, 1955 - 1959, 1960 - 1961, and 1962 -. 


"1963; “He has prepared specific memoranda concerning his co-officers 


. 0001062 
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and other personnel, and changes of personnel, as well as diagrams 
of the offices of the Chief and Deputy Chiefs of the SCD during ‘1956 - ‘ ; i 


i ‘ ae 


1964. This material is internally consistent. Furthermore NOSENKO. 


Pn ree 


could not: possibly have known that this detailed information could not . . We See 


esis immediately be checked for accuracy, at least in. part, with a source . om 

or another officer who has defected since mid-1964, If these diagrams 
arid memoranda were not relatively correct, NOSENKO, srs is quite 
astute in matters of counterintelligence, would hardly hive voluntarily 
prepared the material in such detail. This type of information is 
peculiarly adaptable for analysis by a knowledgeable source or by another 

. defector ‘and er if not eeistively eoereck permit a rather posides done: ee 
clusion that NOSENKO was lying or (iigicshnnialosncton 


NOSENKO has furnished quite specific information on KGB 


operations during the 1953 - 1955, 1955 - 1959, 1960 - 1961, and 1962 - 


1963 periods of time. As might be expected, his specific knowledge is 
less gor the 1953 - 1955 period; but his own personal situation and attitude: “ 
_ until 1955 - 1956, which are mentioned elsewhere, should be given 
consideration. In any event, he tas furnished adequate information so 
‘that his claimed assignment during 1953 - 1955 is considered suificiently 


substantiated even though his actual job periormance. undoubtedly ¢ et 
t . . « ar . 


eae bot 


-.,:* .deserved a low rating. 
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is broader after 1957 than before, which is comvatible with his claim of 


‘increased responsibilities. His knowledge of the work of other departments . ae ; 7 


The knowledge of NOSENKO- concerning cases, KGB operations, 


and other officers can consistently be related to his claimed department 


and position assignment during the 1953 to January 1964 period. The 5 aah a 7 fe Aa fe 


scope of his knowledge ‘of his own department when considered in toto 


“a 


‘ 


of.the SCD from the late 1950's on is also more-extensive, which is also a. 


further indication that NOSENKO actually held the claimed positions ~ . : . aaa caer ee 


during this pericd of time. 
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Cries Directorate oiiicers and tiere is a considerabie exchange of a 
Oicers between the FCO and SCD, in uccition, numerous ollcers 
pe ; nee, ont 
the SCD and other internal KG3 organizations travel abrozé with 


delegations, tourist grougs, enc as visitors to various major exhi 


airs, it is imposeicle at this time to estimate the 


numbers of AGS ofiicers identivied by NOSENKO who have deen outsice 


ihe Soviet Bloc since his defection or who will be out sometime in the 


Tiere has ocen very littie atiempied exploitation of informeti ot 


Cannot be estimated nor can the potential Camage to the AGB de esiti- 
Disclosure of incormation concerning certain KGB officers would 
be a necessary part of any dispatch of a AGB agent or officer to the 


West either for purposes of contact with Western Intelligence for 
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Odiaining speciiic information in regacd to KGB oflicers © 
hay eoiaiect ws ioe < ae BRR 
KGB asscts.is important to Uniied Siates intelligence anc a consicer- 


abie arnount of manpower and money is spent on this activity, =ven 


acxnowleéging that it is much more Giilicuit Jor CLA to obtain this type 
of information about the AGB, which operates in a closed society, than 
itis for the KGB to ootain the icentity of CLA empioyees, it is believed 


Goubiiul any reader of ¢ 


wy 


caution oi] 2, GGo|CLA employees anu Geverai runcred\agent assets to 


423 SUMMary Would consider that tre icentuii- 


the KGB wouid be any iess than a very serious compromise of valuatle 


information, 7 


Prior to the Gezection of NOSENNO, little was known of the 


organization of the SCD or other internal AGB organizations, The 


intormation provided by NOSENKO concerning both Sas been deteiled 
and extensive, That this information is of vaiue to the United Srates , 


igence community is h abject to dispute, ugh analyst 
Intelligence co ty is hard} bject to cispute, although analysts 
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can Giffer as to the weisaht which should be gives to the value of this 
o > ' 


type of iniormation. — : : peer 


NOSENKO has furnished iniczmation concersing SCD, KG3, 


recruitments of Unitec States citizens and ioreign nationals covering 


the period of 1953 through 1963. This should not de interpreted as a 


statement that NOSENKO has furnished information in regard to all 


43 + .« SCD recruitments, even of Americans, Gurixig this period. His infor- 
“mation based on personal knowlcdze is in general limited to the First ; a ; ee | 


Department and Seventh Department. He hag furnished information 
“concerning cases of several other Gepartments in the SCD and some 


t 
‘ t 


FCD cases, but this information was in generai acquired indirectly 


from social or business conversations with other KGB officers. 


NOSENKO has furnished information in regard to a number of : . ; Bese 
‘ cases which weré previousiy known to United States intelligence, Wail 
, 


the value‘of such information cannot be considered high, the additional 
: detaiis which NOSENKO kas provided in 4 number of cases cannot be 
7 ie dismissed as being of no vaiue to Western Inteliigence, even ii the 
“ : information cannot be regarded as damaging to the KGB. Furthermore, 


‘inasmuch as there is no reason to question his sourcing of intormatioa a7 i 


. .already known, there is no basis for suspicion of NOSENKO for his Bee oly a e ea 


‘ o 4 
te eer 


“having provided such information, : 
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. NOSH24O0 has furnisneeé informa:ion in regard to a number of 
recruitments by the KGB oi non-Bioe nationals who weve. known by 7 oY 
od . 


Western Initellizence to be pro-Cormmunisi or even connected wits 


Communist or ganizations, The identification as a recrusmeé AGS 
agent of an indivicual previous-:y known to be pro-Commiunist is of 
considerable value to Western aativenee and may be considered to 
have resulted in some Gamage to the BGS. Acmittedly,. the potential 
to the KGB of an agent who is known as pro-Communist is less than 

' that of a "politically clean" individuzi, However, "pro-Communist" 
or even "Communist" are not synonymous with "recruited KGB agent." 

ere NOSENKO has furnished additiozal information on cases in 
which there was some previous but limitec information, In a number 


. - 


oi these instances the additional information from NOSENKO has per- A, 


rn . « 
2 - ef: : ; . : as 2 es . Om La 
mitted identification of the individuals of interest and the closing of an os 


e 
See . 
"Un«nown Subject'' case. In such instances the information from 


NOSENKO must be considered valuable to Western Intelligence since 
the incomplete information known previously would in many cases not 


have permitted ultimate identizication of the individual of interest. 


This category of cases must be considered as having resulted in damage 
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. to the KGB and in benefit to Western Intelligence, -° ‘ i 
eS ae —  G0041070 


meee 


e 


AISA EATA INERT NS 


NTN SRT AT nn 
AUTRE SSRN TROIS OR 
Raa a SA AN a8 UT SURRRENS 


5 
¥ 


2 
ri 


On cee tr neni ~ 


14-00000 


i 

+ t ee Fae ow lee ws eet So aes can awe ene am Ne ° 
j- NOSZNKO has Turnisnec iniovraciion in regara 20 & LUWMOGS CF 
(sae ’ 


. individuals, cou. American anc non-lloc foreign, who were recruited 


by the KCB anc concerning whom Western intelligence nac no sigallicant 


a. 


NOSENKO, particularly in the touviet category, would srezibly never 


have actually materialized as productive HGS agents, This could be 
7 v 


for various reasons including later sclusal io cooperata, lates geo- 


fi F : akin ees : a ‘ ; 
_ graphical inaccessibility to the KGB, or not being either i: the time 


of SCD recruitment or later in a position to furnish iniormation o- 
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a ’ interest to the KGB. in this regaré, NOSENKO has steted that at liast 


make a "recruitment" as a statistic for wie end-oi-year report even 
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though it was apparent the agent at the time kad no potential a: 
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it was-highly unlikely there woud De a potentia: in the future, 
‘“NOSENKO has furnished information on or leads to & mumoer o: 
a cases, primarily third nationais but some American, in which ne has 
“been unable to furnisa suilicient ¢eiaiis to permit identification at this 


‘time., In certain instances it is believec that an identitication wisi be 


, “possible after additional research anc investigation. Until an icexti- 


fication is made, the value of any particular lead to. Western intelli- 


1 oy ,...),gence cannot be estimated, but that there may be a potential value 
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man). He téentifled "ZHARI" (phonetic) ae an American code clerk 
who defected to the USSR in 1961. An interna! assurnption wae made 
Gaced on the original lead tuformation from NOSENKO that "ZHARI" 
was Victor Norris HAMILTON, aka Feu Mitel HINDALY, a former 
NSA eroployee who defected to the USSR In 1962, and tha information 
from NOSENKO was nover divseminated or investigated. 

Prior to the surfacing of John Discos SMITH by the Sovists 
in the fril of 1967, Cot ewes information concerning KGB knowledge 
of American ecde clerks was being investigated; and John Discoe 
SMITH was o leading suspect. After the curfacing of SMITH by the 
Soviets, it became apparent that SMITH, rather than HAMILTON, wag 
identical to "ZHARI," Investigation disclosed that no definite informa- 
tlen could be established in regard to the actual whereaboute of SMITH 
after circa mid-1960. It cannot be positively stated that seeearlans 
investigetion in 1964 of the "ZHARI" leed would have led to the identi- 
fleation cf Joha Discos SMITH as "ZHARI," However, such (dontifie 
cation would have been of considerable interest to the Dipavtngat of 
Stete amt CIA, aad could wery well tEave permitted certain action wilch 
would bave ot least lessened the propaganda effect of the surprise 
aanourcement by the Soviets in the fall of 1967. 

NOSERKKO, in June 1962, furnished information from which 
William VASSALL could be quickly identified. GOLITSYN, tn late 
1960 - easly 1961, bed furnished information concerning a Soviet pene- 


tration of the British Government on the basle of which the British 
GUULt ca 


9 ome 
SPOKE 


i 
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/ 


ey Services had complied a list at twenty suspects, including VASSALL,. 
. Even though it may be presumed that investigation of the twenty suspecta 
would ultimately have resulted in a determination that VASSALL wag 
the agent on whom GOLITSYN had furnished certain information, the 
information from NOSENKO tn June 1962 resulted in tha earlier termi- 
notion by the British Services of a still valuable productive KGB egent. 
Alihough not the case of a KGB agent, the matter of the micro- 


phones in the United States Embassy should also be mentioned, 


ART OK Orr Eee ore or on meee EE cere ae ee ee io ernest ee am =: 


GOLITSYN, following his defection in Cecernbder 1961, furnished 
certain {information in regard to mtcrophonos in.the United States 
Embassy (Chancery). Since in fact the microphones we.¢ connected 
to coutral cables, location of one microphone would logically haves led 


to the exporure of the antire set of inicrophones. However, sppro- 


Wet ene eerenen ae ae: oe ae Samer 


priate action wae not taxen on thia information and the KGB would have 
beon aware Mast no action wees taken or to June 1962 when NCSENKOD 
firet contacted CLA. 

If NOSENKO te a dispatched KGB agent, It is not clear why the 
KGB would attract spaciiic attention to a apices of microphones which 
esnél havo otill had some value ae of June 1962. A preeumption may 


be made that if NOSENKO was a dispatched agent, the KGB had, as of 


1962, an advanced system of monitoring devices which rendered the 


| 
: 
i 
| 
i 
; 
| 


[ aoe miexopnone system obsolete. However, no concrete evidence 
of such an savaused system ia available and it should be noted that it 
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intelligence information ts wot a significant factor in a determinatiza 


- ef bks bona fides. The qualification should, however, be sdied that 


it ts not felt that NOSENKO has, as of this tima, been fully debrieled 


ta many eroas of positive intelligence interest. 
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F. Is there evidence of KGB deception or "give away"! in \ 
inforraation furnished by NOSENKO whicn wouid warrant a conclusion : 

that NOSENKO was dispatched by the KGB? The conclusion in this 

summary is that NOSENKO was not Gispatched by the KGh. in 


reaching this conclusion, a full examination of the above «..: siion has 


od 


been both a necessary and integral part. 

It is inherent that the volume of information furnished by , | 
NOSENKO is only one’ of the factors which should be given consideration 
in deriving at a conclusion that NOSENKO was or was not dispatched by 
the KGB. If NOSENKO was dispatched by the KGB, the KGB would have 
surely been willing to sacrifice certain information of value to the KGB 
in order to support the bona fides of NOSENKO. However, if NOSENKO 


was dispatched, it must have been to accomplish or further a KGB 


purpose or mission, the nature of which has been and continues to be 
unknown, 
An examination of the circumstances under which NOSENKC first 
contacted CIA in Geneva in 1962 and his behavior during thése contacts is 
particularly pertinent since during this period of time NOSENKO would 


i have surely been under direct KGB control if there are any implications 


, of KGB dispatch in the NOSENKO case. 
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NOSENKO has stated that his original approach to "sell two 

pieces of information" was his own idea as to what was most likely to 

‘be successful. NOSENKO has stated that he wanted to make a contact 

with the Americans, was not psychologically adapted to defect at the 

time, and felt that if he merely stated that he was a "KGB counter- a 
intelligence ofiicer who wanted to give information, "' he very possibly 

would be rejected. It should be noted that NOSENKO even during his 

first contact did not limit his remarks to the "two pieces of information" 

and began to talk quite freely on other matters. 

If NOSENKO was dispatched, it is felt that he, during his 1962 
contacts, would have been very carefully briefed and that his remarks 
or statements would have not been of a nature which could auke any 
suspicion in regard to the bona fides of NOSENKO. Instead, a current 
review of his statements and remarks during his five contacts in 1962 
indicate that his many errors, exaggerations, and actual lies were quite* 
likely typical of a braggadocio element in the personality of NOSENKO 


and may also have been evidence supporting the statement by NOSENKO 


that he usually had a few drinks of liquor before each contact in 


Geneva, ; 
—_ 2 | 
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NOSENKO, during his five contacts in Geneva, made many 


statements which in retrospect were impossioie, and the investigation 


mar 


oi which could only have raised certain questions con 2rning NOSENKO. 


The following is a list of the more obvious areas in which NOSENKO 
made gross exaggerations or mace incorrect or impossible statements. 
(a) NOSENKO ciaimed he personally was with 
Oleg M. GRIBANOV, Chief of the SCD, during the 
O46 
recruitment pitch to[Tames STORSBERG| (This was 
pat ee 0G ee 
a lie and an interview with STORSBERG]|with display - 
of photograph would have disclosed that NOSENKO 
did not participate. ) 
(b) NOSENKO was involved in the recruitment 
’ approach to Russell LANGELLE. (This was a lie and 
LANGELLE was available for interview. ) ‘ 
. 0 
(c) NOSENKO said he recruited |LUNT (Horace 


LUNT)\in Bulgaria, (Actuaily NOSENKO never met 


uy) 
0b 
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(d) NOSENKO claimed personal contact with] Edmund O6 
STEVENS ]Wwho, according to NOSENKO, hae been recruited 
by the KGB. (NOSZNKO actually had never personaiiy met 

(STEVENS) and only had seen[STEVENS|once at a distance. ) 

(e) NOSENKO dated the recruitment of "ANDREY" 
in Moscow as 1949-1950. At the same time he furnished 
information that "ANDREY" (who is Soneeces identical to 

‘ Dayle Wallis SMITH) sine in Moscow during a part of the time 

that Roy RHODES, also a recruited agent, was assigned to 
Moscow, 1951-1953. "ANDREY" (SMITH) was actually in 
Moscow 1952-1954, 

(i) NOSENXO said he, GRIBANOV, and another officer 
met Edward Ellis SMITH. (NOSENKO has since stated he did 
not meet SMITH and that his only role was obtaining a foreign 
typewriter and paper for a KGB agent involved in the SMITH 
operation. } 

(g) NOSENKO in a number of instances spoke in the 
first person, saying "We did this," or 'We did that," in 


reference to a particular KGB activity in which he now admits 
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he was not involved but had some knowledge. (If 

NOSENKO was under KGB control in 1962, both he 

and the xGB should Lave known that these indicated 

exaggerations would eventually lead to a question 

concerning the bona fides of NOSENKO. )} 

In 1562-1963 a number of similarities were noted between 
information furnished by NOSENKO and information which had been 
furnished by GOLITSYN prior to June 1962. These similarities were 
quite striking and gave riseto certain suspicions of NOSENKO because 
he aciviied information which the KGB would presumably have considered 
already compromised as a result of the defection of GOLITSYN. Certain 
of the similarities at the time could only be explained in terms of 
NOSENKO being a dispatched agent. The following are some examples of 
the similarities noted. 

(a) Both furnished information in regard to 
[Johan PREISFREUND} o6 
(b) Both furnished information in regard toa 
{military code clerk case Gases STORSBERG}, 0%, OG 
(c}) Both furnished information in regard toa 
trip of Vladislav KOVSHUK, under an as ere name, C 


to the United States. (GOLITSYN was sure it was 


connected with a reactivation of an agent formerly in 
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Moscow, or a recruitment of an American formerly 

with the United States Embassy i Moscow; and NOSENKO 

related it directly to the "ANDREY" case, giving the 

assumed name which KOVSHUK used. ) 
(a4) Both furnisned information in regard to 
microphones in the United States Embassy in Moscow. 
(e) Both furnished information in regard to 
fae STEVENS |and{fsaac HontSnarind) 

The above list is not complete nor does it indicate the actual 
differences in the amount of information furnished on any particular 
topic by GOLITSYN and NOSENKO. To cite the above in detail in tais 
summary is believed unnecessary since the only point of real interest 
is whether the fact that NOSENKO was aware of certain events, cases, 
ov situations of which GOLITSYN was also aware raises a legitimate 
question concerning the bona fides oi NOSENKO. 

The above area of concern has been thoroughly examined and 
it is considered that the fact that NOSENKO furnished some information 
on certain cases or situations previously mentioned in lesser or 


greater detail by GOLITSYN cannot logically be construed as evidence 
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‘that NOSENKO was dispatched by the KGB. NOSENKO has during 
current interviews satisiaciorily sourced his information in alm: st 
every instance. Ina ui instances he has said ne did not recall : 
how he learned of a particular piecs of information but these 
apparent lapses of memory were not large in number and are 
considered to be in no way suspicious. } 

The general goes in which there was a similarity between 
information furnished by GOLITSYN in late 1961 ~ early.1962 and 
information furnished by NOSENKO in June 1962 and which would have 
been the most significant insofar as the security of the United States 
Government was or is concerned datated to certain activities centering 
around re in the First Department, SCD. 

; It is the conclusion of this summary that NOSENKO was an 
officer of the First Section, First Department, SCD, during 1953-1955 
and was Deputy Chief of the same section in 1960 - 1961. Therefore, 
the fact that NOSENKO furnished information concerning certain cases 
or situations in the First Department and the fact that GOLITSYN 
furnished information concerning the same case or situation is not 


unusual or necessarily suspicious. NOSENKO has stated that GOLITSYN 
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KCSOLA POV of the First Section, First Department, SCD, ancan 


oilicey of the Seconc Section, First Department, SCD, 


Section, First Departmeni, SCD, curving 1966 - 1901, taat his goimary 


responsibility was wor against coce clerks at the United Siates Embassy 


n Moscow, and that both LAPOY and GRYAZN were en: 
M ow, a that both KOSOLAPOY and GRYAZNOV 
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that NOSENKO was not Deputy Chief of the First Section in 1960 has 
been weeee and commented on in another section of this summary. 
GOLITSYWN has furnished eaiene injormation which he re- é 
ceived from officers of the First Section, First Department, SCD. t 
In each instance where this itecnaton. which was fragmentary, could 
not be immediately correlated with information oni NOSENKO, it was 
previously considered to be evidential of deception or lying on the part 
of NOSENKO, This position, however, failed to allow for the possibility 
that the discrepancies between the two sources were, at least in certain I 
instances, more apparent than real, 
In certain instances it has now been possible to correlate frag- 
mentary information from GOLITSYN with information from NOSENKO, 
making it evident that in these instances the differences could not be 
construed as in any way refjecting against NOSENKO, The four examples 
cited below paneenent two probable correlations, (a) and (b); one possible 
correlation, (c); and one instance where no correlation is possible at this 
time, (d): 
{a) GOLITSYN furnished information which he 


received in April-May 1960 from Gennadiy GRYAZNOV 


that an attempt had been made by the KGB to recruit an 
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- was not a female secretary in the American Embassy, but 
i y ’ 


OPA TE 
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American female employee of the American Embassy 
in Moscow through a male Soviet friend, but that toe 
attempt had failed. GOLITSYN also furnished inicrmation 
that the woman had left Moscow by the time he learned of 
the information but that the Soviets hoped she would return 
to Moscow so that further work could be undertaxen to 
efiect her recruitment. He did a recall the name of the 
secretary, but did recall that it was|a long and "German OS 
sounding" |name. 

NOSENKO has furnished information in regard to a 
recruitment attempt against (Collette SCHWARZENBACH| H& 
who it is considered is identical to the "American secretary" 
referred to by GOLITSYN. However| SCHWARZ=ENBACH 

| LOY 

had been-employed as a secretary to the wife of Ambassador 0 iP " 
BOHLEN during 1955 - 1956 and from 1958 - 1959 was employed 
as a correspondent by the United Press in Moscow The 
séceelanene attempt against{SCHWARZENBACH} according to. OG 
NOSENKO, occurred in 1959 and was an operation of the First 


Section, First Department, SCD. 
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surest 
(b) Page 163 of the previous summary cont*.rs infor- 

mation that GOLITSYN also learned from GRYAZ OV in 

the spring of 1960 that GRYAZNwV had developed operation 
against an American Embassy military code cler« in which the 
KGb was "99 per cent sure" that the target would be recruited, 
This is believec to undcubiedly ‘be a reference to the case of 
{James STORSBERG|wino was actually the subject of a recruit- 
ment approach in 196}, 

There is considered to be a good possibiiity that 
GOLITSYN actually learned of the above information from 
GRYAZNOV in early January 1961 when he was again in Moscow 
rather than during the spring of 1960 when GOLITSYN was 
‘preparing ior his assignment to Helsinki, Finland. This 
theory is supported by information on page 163 of the previous 
summary that GOLITSYN has stated he learned in January 
1961 from Viadisiav M. KOVSHUXK (Chief of the First Section) 
that|Johan PRESFREUND|pad recently been used in the | 
successful recruitment ot an Kesevtcat employee oi the 
Embassy. [Johan pans Round lwas used in ine{St ons BERG] 
operation, according to NOSENKO, and NOSENKO was also 
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aware that GOLITSYN had a conversation with KOVSHUK about 

06 06 
[PREISFREUND]since GOLITSYN wanted to use[PREISFREUND | 
in Helsinki, NOSZNXO has stated he was not present during 
the above conversation, It is very possibie that KOVSHUK 
exaggerated a littie in his conversation with GOLITSYN in the 
matter of why GOLITSYN could not use PRESFREUND}s an 
agent, 

NOSENKO has furnished extensive information in regard 
to the) James STORSBERG|case and with cue consideration to 
the accuracy and recollection of GOLITSYN, there does not 
appear to be an adequate basis for questioning the bona fides of 
NOSENKO on the basis of the differences between the report- 
ing by-GOLITSYN of information he received from GRYAZNOV 
concerning what ie considered to have been the James ) e 
STORSBERG)case and Setaited information furnished by 
NOSENKAO concerning th James STORSBERG|case, The 
exact date of the recruitment attempt against|STORSBERG| 
has not been positively established, but it is considered to 


have occurred before early May 1961 and probably in the 


March-April 1961 period. The statement by{Fames | 06 
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[StoRsDEnG]inat it occurred in October 1961 is com- 
pietely unacceptable and is even contradicted by other 
scavedverits b; SrondbenGpimeci 

{c) Page 163 of the previous summary contains 
information from GOLITSYN which he ee received from 
GRYAZNOV in April or May 1960 that an American 
employee of the Embassy in Moscow was either recruited 
or prepared for recruitment on the basis of a homosexual 
compromise beginning in 1959 and concluding in 1960. 

The previous summary also states that according to 
GOLITSYN, the KGB had photographed the American in 
various homosexual acts, but SHELEPIN, who had just 
become Chairman of the KGB, was at the time stressing 
ideoiogical rather than biackmail recruitments. SHELEPIN 
cid not exclude future use of the photographs which the KGB 
would hold in reserve, 

NOS=ENKO hag furnished information concerning the 

: OG 

homosexual compromise of[Robert ARRETT, who was a 
guide at the United States Exhibition in Moscow in 1959, and 


with whom "SHMELEV" and "GRIGORIY", two homosexual 
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agents of NOSENKO, became acquainted. Work against 
the United States Exhibition was the responsibility ’of 
the Ninth Department, SCD, but various Beparunents 
were particip. iting under the direction of the Ninth 
Department, \ 

One of the above homosexual agents succeeded in 
tavolving ASR homosexual activities which were 
photographed by the KGB but, according to NOSENKO, 

_ although the photographs were of a good quality, the KGB 
was unable to use the photographs in 1959 because ofa 
general ban by the Central Committee on the recruitment 
of the United States Exhibition guides due to the piauned 
visit of President EISENHOWER to the Sovict Union. 

NOSENKO also stated that the compromising materiai 

, he 
and information onf BARRETT was later given to the First 


0 
Department and that(BARRETT was recruited by the Second 


Exhibition in 1961, and that he, NOSENKO, was not involved in 


the recruitment operation. (BARRETT, following his return 
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to the United Staies in January 1962, confessed to the 
FBI that he had been recruited in 1961 on the basis of 
compromising photographs whicn had been taken 
during his 1959 trip to Moscow. 

Although it cannot be established at this 
time, it is possibie that the information furnished 
by GOLITSYN which he had received from GRYAZNOV 
actually refers to tne[Robers B RRETT pase, It should 
be noted that |Robert BARRETT |could not actually be 
charactcrized as an American employee of the Embassy 
in Moscow," 

(d) Page 162 of the ee summary contains infor- 
mation from GOLITSYN that in the spring of 1960 when he 
visited the First Section, First Department, SCD, he learned 
from GRYAZNOV that GRYAZNOV had as an agent an Embassy 
code clerk who was scheduled to be transferred to Helsinki. 
GRYAZNOV indicated to GOLITSYN that the code clerk had 


already furnished the KGB with some information, that he was 
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considered by the KGB fe be a "real" agent and that if. 
the transfer of the eae clerk materialized, GOLITSYN 
might have the code clerk as an agent in Helsinki. + 
NOSENKO has furnished no information which ca‘. be 
correlated in any way with the above information from 
GOLITSYN, but neither has the information from GOLITSYN . . ‘s : ‘ 
resulted in an identification despite’ the considerable investigation 


which has been conducted in the matter, Although this is | 


considered to be a. valid lead, it need not necessarily refer 


toa, code clerk who ' was in n the pele States se in 


oseow: Susing 1960 7 “1961. It is also possiole that the previous 
remark by GOLITSYN concerning the above ''code clerk" who 

might be transferred to Helsinki as well as his cited remarks 

in a-c could be clarified or at least additional information . 

obtained ifa specific reinterview on these matters was possible. 3 | 

i the trip of Vadim ‘V. KOSOLAPOV to Helsinki, Finland in 


i November 1960 ehoule Be mentioned i in any comparison of information ' 


from NOSENKO with information from GOLITSYN. This conflict is 
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considered by the KGB to be a "real" agent and that if 
the teanetee of the code clerk materialized, GOLITSYN 
might have the code clerk as an agent in Helsinki. 

NOSENKO has furnished no information which can be 
correlated in any way. with the above information from 
GOLITSYN, but neither me the information from GOLITSYN 
resulted in an identification despite the denstdeeabie investigation 
which has been conducted in the matter. Although this is 


& considered to be a valid lead, it need not necessarily refer 


to a code clerk who was in the United States Embassy in 


Moscow during 1960 - 1961. It is also possible that the eSeiauie 
remark by GOLITSYN concerning the above "code clerk'! who 
er be transferred to Helsinki as well as his cited remarks 

in a-c could be clarified or at least additional shormation 
obtained if a specific reinterview on these matters was possible. 
The trip of Vadim V. KOSOLAPOV to Helsinki, Finland in 


November 1960 should be mentioned in any comparison of information 


from NOSENKO with information from GOLITSYN. This conflict is. 
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also mentioned in another section pertaining to the 1960-1961 career 
of NOSENKO. GOLITSYN stated that KOSOLAPOV came to Helsinki 
to accompany an American Embassy code clerk on the train to 
Moscow and that KOSOLAPOV planned to strike up an acquaintance 
with the code.clerk which could be continued-in Moscow. 

The American Embassy code clerk r referred to above was 

Ob 

undoubtedly{J John GARLAND]and the train manifest lists(John GARLAND] 


aaa Viktor KOLOSOV (Vadim V. KOSOLAPOV) as passengers on the 


- same train from Heisinki to Moscow: NOSENKO is aware of the 


% identity offFohn ee claimé no iipeicace of tieiabove trip 


of KOSOLAPOV to Helsinki, although being well aware of a previous trip. | 


NOSENKO, as Deputy Chief of the First Section. specifically 
charged with work against code clerks, should have been aware of the 


November 1960 trip of KOSOLAPOV to and from Helsinki. His lack of 


“knowledge may or may not be explainable in terms of his other activities 
such as his trip to Cuba in November slecember 1960 but it cannot be 
interpreted as evidence NOSENKO was dtssatehed by the KGB since, if 


’ 


ret had been, the KGB should have briefed NOSENKO on the trip of 


: KOSOLAPOV to Helsinki in November 1960, as this was an event the 


say 


KGB knew GOLITSYN was aware of. 
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A theory which has previously been given consideration and 7 
warranted full consideration was that if NOSENKO was dispatched, 
his mission was to confuse leads furnished to American intelligence 


and/or to denigrate the. value of information furnished by GOLITSYN. 


; In connection with this theory, it should be noted | that NOSENKO during 
current interviews ore nee OAC any remarks which could in any wee oa 
be ‘construed as derogatory to GOLITSYN. In addition, NOSENKO does 
not claim to ibeday detailed knowledge of the FCD and fadsntly: 
when dais Fopte wines to the FCD has been teodehad with NOSENKO, 

, his immediate reply has been to the effect that "I didn't work in the ECD; " 


x Ast) oe boa dytge 


or’ “WY¥ou Should ask cour SYN about thar." 


In-connection with any consideration of whether the contact of 


NOSENKO with CIA in Geneva in June 1962 could have .been initiated by 
the KGB as a result of the defection of GOLITSYN,: the timing oa certain 
events should be noted.. GOLITSYN Sereda on 15 December 1961. 
. NOSENKO departed from Moscow in March 1962 for Geneva, ‘Switzerland, 
where he remained until 15 J une 1962. | 
‘It is felt that it would have been practically impossible if not 


Haponeible for KGB officials to complete an assessment of the. actual « or 


‘potential damage which could result from the defection of GOLITSYN, 


: : ee etd —_ a Neo Ps £3 


Serrd pibowony. alates nee aes) FR ae Fae ae ie We See ae a 


there neni eee cna kn 


side mise - 


SRRRETEN 
MET 


14-00000 


ATSASTATS He Soe NINN? 
SSS RSE SE 


WA ae 


oma. 
¢ Uist: 


select NOSENKO as the individual who would be dispatched to counter- 


act tne possible damage, and appropriately brief NOSENKO prior to 


his departure for Geneva in March 1962. Therefore, if NOSENKO 


was dispatched by the KGB, it would appear that plans for this would 


have predated the defection of GOLITSYN and that any GOLITSYN 


aspect could only be a related aspect and not the basis for the original 


plan to dispatch NOSENKO. In addition, if NOSENKO was dispatched, 


it would hardly seem necessary for the KGB to send NOSENKO to 


Geneva tvo and one-half months before his first contact with CIA. 


The theory has also been considered that NOSENKO could have 


been dispatched to confuse and divert American intelligence and thus 


‘to protect an important KGB penetration or penetrations of the United —§ : 


States Covernment, particularly CIA. This is a theory which should / 


and has been given full consideration, but it is not possible to factualiy 
ee ceeoe Sees 


substantiate or refute this theory in the absence of specific information 


that high-level KGB penetrations do or do not exist, 


Actually, as regards NOSENKO, the primary area which should 


be given consideration in the above matter is if all the information from 


NOSENKO is accepted, what effect would or could it have on the efforts 
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of American counter-intcisigence to determine the identity of and 
take appropriate action against KGB penetrations of the United 
States Government. The only ere to this question seems to be . | : “ 
that there eae be little consolation or assurance to American intelli- - 
gence even if every statement by NOSENKO was accepted at face value, 
The only specific area in which NOSENKO could be even con- 
sidered to claim full knowledge is the United States Embassy in Moscow. 
In this area his statements could be construed as bosuiants that there 
were no recruitments of American personnel in the United States Embassy 


oN in Moscow from 1953-December 1963 with.the exception of "ANDREY" : | 


; _ «(Dayle Wallis SMITH) and|Herbert HOWARD} The basis for this Sk 


expressed. opinion of NOSENKO is consicered elsewhere in this summary 


ee and analysts may differ as to whether a recruitment could have occurred 
of which NOSENKO did not have knowledge, assuming that his statements 


are made in good faith, It should be noted, however, that at this time 
, ‘ ae 


there is no specific information which is in direct conflict with the 


expressed opinion of NOSENXO. : : i 7 


NOSENKO, as previously mentioned, has never claimed any 


particular knowledge of FCD activities, In addition, he does not claim 


« e 4 


to be aware of all recruitments of Americans by the SCD. Asan . 
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example, -he has made it clear that his knowlecge of SCD activities 

scadnat members of deiegations, foreign businessmen, foreign students, . : . 
ard individuals in the USSR on the invitation of a Soviet organization or 

a component of the Soviet Government is extremely limited and at best 
mainly of a collateral nature. 

NOSENKO does not even claim any detailed knowledze of 
activities of the Second Section (Active Line) of the First Department, SCD, 
ae does he claim to know all of the cases of which the Chief of the Seventh a : o 
Departinent was aware. The latter is.specifically supported by certain 
oe exouaiit out by NOSENKO which are short references to a number 
of Seventh Department cases which are identified only by the KGB code ee 
name, These notes, according to NOSENKO, were made when he had an 


opportunity to review a notebook held by the Chief of the Seventh Department 


and constitute the only inmowledge NOSENKO had of these particular cases, 
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with nurnerous leads to non-valuable or non-current KGS agents oz 


cases, the facilities of the Unite Sta-es intelligence community woule 
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“and 1964 prior to his defection were not known to the KGB is 


H. Is there any evidence that the contacts of NOSENKO in 1962 
or in 1964 with CIA were known to the XGB prior to his defection or 
that NOSENKO was ever briefed by the KGB relative to his behavior 
or KGB sbiekives Guring these contacts or ites his defection? The 
conclusion is that there is no evidence that the contacts of NOSENKO 
in 1962 or in 1964 with CIA were site to the KGB prior to his 
defection and that NOSENKO was never briefed in any manner by the KGB. 
The basis for the above conclusion is substantially contained in | 
_ previous sections. It is being treatec here as a separate area of interest 
‘since it is a sufficiently important area as to warrant individual consideration. 
It is recognized that since positive factual confirmation sucha as 
the KGB file on NOSENXO is not available, any conclusion concerning 
whether NOSENKO was or was not dispatched by the KGB can only de , : 
, pagesen the full review of available information from NOSENKO, 
collateral sources, independent investigation and the opinion of the 


individual analyst concerning the significance or non-significance of 


L ‘each item of available information. 


, 


ae .The conclusion that the contacts of NOSENKO with CIA in 1962 
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necessarily based in part on ‘ judgment as to whether any of his 
activities or information logically Maen a substantial suspicion 
that they were or could be in any part the result of AGB direction 

or control, One of the particular areas considered was his apparent 
behavior during his contacts with CIA in June 1962 and the conclusion 
was that it was iidomine chensible that he doa have been under KGB ; | . . = 
control at that time, 


Consideration has been given to the possibility that his 1962 


. contacts with CIA were not known to the KGB,’ but became known to 


i the KGB. later and NOSENKO was doubled by the KGB. It was con- 


ae 


i 7 
a 


cluded ‘that! there was no Basis ‘for or information which would warrant 


} serious consideration of the above possibility aside from the separate 
conclusion that the KGB would be very unlikely to reward a tates in 
| KGB eyes by pending him again to Geneva where he would be quite free 
to defect, 
, Worthy of comment in this section is the fact that NOSENKO, 
-dur ing his 1962 contacts, expressed considerable concern over his 


“personal security, requesting that knowledge concezning his identity be 


aa ae ‘kept to an absolute minimum, that no communications be sent to the a 1 
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COMMENTS CONCERNING PREVIOUS CONCLUSIONS 


IN REGARD TO NOSENKO 


Attached is a verbatim copy of pages 357 - 360 of the "Examina- : 
tion of the Bona Fides of a KGB Defector! which contains seven (A - G) 
: primary conclusions concerning the claimed Naval RU (Navy Intelligence) 
cand KGB career of NOSENKO, These conclusions or findings are - 


independently. treated in separate attachments. 


. With the exception of 'G, " the conclusions in this “summary are 


eae », 
Muy 


M 


in diréct conflict with the above conclusions ‘and are basically that 
_:.., NOSENKO served.in.the Naval RU from March 1951 to early 1953, was. 
a KGB officer from March 1953 until his défection in February 1964, 


.and held his claimed positions in the *KGB during the March 1953 ~ 


February 1964 period. 


* For purposes of clarity, the term KGB is used to refer to the. 


. oe Le owt 
: i a ‘Gommittee for State Security and predecessor organizations - 
i .. : cd 
4 7 Bay 7 ’ 


.. unless otherwise indicated. 


1," Attachment: a 
2) Cpy Pgs 357-360 of "Examination 
of the Bona Fides of a KGB Defector" 
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PREVIOUS CONCLUSIONS RE NOSENKO 
AS CONTAINED ON PAGES 357 - 360 OF 


"THE EXAMINATION OF THE BONA FIDES OF A KGB DEFECTOR" 


The following is a quote of the previous conclusions in the case of Yuriy 


Ivanovich NOSENKO. (The specific conclusions have been given the designation 
of A - G for easueeet of easier correlation with other sections oi this summary.) ; aa , ee 
, "SUMMARY OF CONCLUSIONS | 
| CONCERNI NG NOSENKO! S BONA FIDES" 
"NOSENKO claims that he served for a Gecade in the KGB in 
successively: senior positions of avhoriy from which he derived 
extensive knowledge of the scape; character, and results of KGB 
operations against Americans in the Soviet Union in the period 
1953-1963. To substantiate his claim, he provides an impressive. 
array of information about KGB personnel, organization and opera- 
; »s 


tions which, to the extent that it has been coniirmed, is presumptive 


evidence of his bona fides. Various Soviet officials, including 


iN cea oss 


intelligence ofiicers, have generally corroborated NOSENKO's 
claims. According to some of these sources, NOSENKO was a 


.. senior KGB officer who cccupied a series of sensitive. positions, who 
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enjoyed considerable autioriiy and trust despite personal short- 


comings, and whose aecfection, 'the preatest loss ever suffered 


by Soviet Intelligence’, paralyzed the work of om KGB 
- Legal Residency, and justified the formulation of plans to assas~. 
sinate him," 
"The examination has compared each diesen of NOSENKO's 
biopeapay relevant to his claimed KGB service with known ° 
facts and reasonable surmise. The examination reflects the 
test to which his accounts were put; whether his accounts are 
- internally edveubapada consistent with known fade. and whether | 
"s, He actually gained the information ne has from occupying the. 
KGB positions he claims to have. held. In short, is he ont he. 
says he ts mecondin ts his own accounts?" 
“This examination hed led to the iollowing findings, arrived : ; : 
at independently: : ‘ot 
A. NOSENKO cic not serve in the Naval RU 
in any of the capacities or at the wiades and dies he 
* + eelaeled: 


|B. NOSENKO did not enter the KGBinthe = _ os 


“manner or at the time ‘he. Slammed. “fee 


NOSENKO ¢ did not serve in the American: Pe : he 
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Bore eds 
os Meee ; 
D. During the period 1955-1900, ne was neither , a ; 
‘a senior case oilicer in, nor Deputy Chiei of, the Seventh : ’ ; 
Department American-Britisn Commonwealin Se ctish: : 
; . . : : z .f 
_E, NOSENKO was neither Deputy Chief of the ce, he 
; American Embassy Section nor a senior oificer or 
supervisor in the Section during the period 1961-1962. (sic)’ ek 
F, NOSENKO's claims, that in 1962-he was Chief = ae. 
of the American-British Ecuninonwestth Section and was — | , 
tesanrcas a Bis Chief of the Seventh Department, are al : ns a ees: ‘ : 
not-credible. | . ; " 
1" @ “NOSENKO has no valid clan to ceztdinty’ Se AS mee beta! tp G B 
:. that the KGB recruited no American Smbasay, personnel 
between 1953 and his defection in 1964. “oe Biisg 
These findings differ somewhat with respect to degree of propability | 
‘or certitude, but they reflect the preponderance of available evidence : 
in each instance. Me ; . - : 
: a “The above judgments, if gevsect; Sebut presumptive evidence 
of NOSENKO's bona fides. The contradictions in NOSENKO's accounts - : . 
of hie. life and KGB service are so extensive as to make his claims : i: j 
: as a whole unacceptabie. While truth and fact. in this case frequently : a | we : ; se ae : J 
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Wars lbane 


, 


‘Cannot de established with certainty, it is evident that truth and 
fact are not what NOSENKO relates. By almost any test, virtually cow 
any of NOSENKO's above claims are impugned by iact or probability, 
or contradicted or retracted in his own statements. NCSENKO is 
not what he claims to be, and thus he is nota bona fide defector." 
"Given the conclusion that NOSENKO is not a bona fide 
defector, itis necessary to attempt to determine his true motives 


: L 

for contacting American intelligence and ior providing the information 

- he has given. Here, it ase be recognized that the evidence, largely ; 3 a 
consisting of NOSENKO's own assertions, does not permit unequivocal . ; a 
conclusiones evertalcas, the gion don cannot be ignored, The 


character of the information NOSENKO has conveyed, the fact that 


some of his false claims have been corroborated by Soviet officials, , an 


. 


and the necessity to make decisions about NOSENKO's future all 
require that at least a provisional judgment be made." 

i “Of the reasonable eilduaubes advanced ior NOSENKO's 
misrepresentations, the chief ones are that he is a swindler posing 
as a former KGB officer for reasons of personal advantage; that he 


suffers from a deranged personality or unbalanced mind; that he has 


. greatly exaggerated his actual rank, status and access in the KGB, for : 4 ae - é 


simply personal reasons; or,. finally, that he is a dispatched KGB . 
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that NOSENKO did in fact nold senior positions in the KGB. Also, 


7 - ‘product efits own invention, since these were the subject of 
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"The first two possibilities are easily dismissed. That 


. NOSENKO is not siinply a swindler who falsely claims for personal 


‘advantage to have been a KG3 ofiicer is evident, we believe, from 


the confirmed details of KGB organization, personnel and operations 


which he has provided and which couid only derive from within the 


“KGB itself." 


"Second, as noted in the text, extensive psychiatric and 


* psychological examination by Gualified specialists rule out the‘ 


‘possibility that NOSENXO's actions and testimony are the product 


ofa ee Epa preety or unbalanced mind." 5 
one is somewhat more plausible that NOSENKO i isa KGB 
‘officer who served in at least some of the components for some 


or all of the time periods that he claims, but who greatly exag- 


. gerated his positions, rank and access to intormation, and 
; invented some matters outright, to achieve greater status with 


: Assesioss Intelligence. This explanation, however, fails to 


accommodate the fact that several KGB officers have asserted 


t: 


NOSENKO's assertions with respect to his rank, GRIBANOV's 


-Faledonage, the recall telegram, and the like, cannot be just a> 
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Bieta Sd 
on sevacl i 
"Because none of the above explanations is consistent with 
the data developed in interrogations and investigations, we are : 
left with the hypothesis that NOSENKO was dispatched by the 
KGB. While this explanation does not reconcile all the anomalies, 
none of them renders it untenable. " - 
"In the absence of further revelations by NOSENKO, ‘or . . : 
other persuasive evidence to the contrary, CIA finds that the — . 
evidence establishes a presumption that NOSENKO was dispatched : 
by the KGB, and believes that prudence requires that he be . . ‘ 
regarded as still responsive to KGB control, and that his infor- . . 
‘mation should be asses sed accordingly." ’ : | 
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A. NOSENKO did not serve in the Navai RU in any of the cavacities 


or at the places and times he claimed. (Previous conclusion) 


The above is conclusion "A" in the previous summary in regard 
to NOSENKO, The current conclusion is that the claimed servicé of 
NOSEN KO in Navy Inteliigence (Naval RU) during March 1951 to early 
1953 in the Far East and the Baltic areas is adequately substantiated 
and should be accepted. 

The interrogations of NOSENKO prior to 1967 were complicated no 
by. NOSENKO changing the date of his graduation irom the institute of 
‘International Relations from 1950 to 1949. because he did not wish to 
admit that he had failed to graduate in 1949 with the majority of hie class, 
However, ‘previous eiforts of NOSENKO to revert to his original 1962 
statement that he graduated in 1950 were not accepted and an unwarranted 
significance was given to the 1949 - early 1953 period of time. 

It is considered that NOSENKO has adequately explained his 


“stupid blunders" as they relate to the above and to certain other personal | 


matters and that his claimed service in Navy Intelligence from March 
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1951 to early 1953 both in the Far East and the Baltic area is fully 
acceptable, it is not considered necessary to comment concerning all 
of the remarxs in the previous summary regarding the claimed Naval 
RU service of NOSENKO as reflected on pages 49-59 and remarks will, 
festa sacs of brevity, be limited in scope, 
The statement is made in the previous summary that "The sole 
: - = Headquarters RU officer NOSENKO identified was the Personnel Chief, 
Colonel KALOSHIN. He identified no ranxing officers in either the Baltic 
or Far East Intelligence Staffs. Some 30 GRU officers he did identify, 
by his own admission, NOSENKO knew not from his Naval RU service, 
but. through social acquaintance, later, in Moscow, or through his visits 
to.Geneva." 
7 Attached is a copy of a handwritten memorandum voluntarily 
- prepared by NOSENKO in late i967 containing the names of a number 
of GRU personnel of whom he had some knowledge. The attached was 
not prepared as the result of any inquiry concerning his claimed Naval 
RU pee but was only a small part of the material prepared by 
NOSENKO at this time. The entire material included Sg by 
; _NOSENKO regarding ap roximately| 75 GB otticers, [00 KGB agents, 


"35 GRU. officers sea other Soviet nationals. 
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It is interesting to note that the attached list contains the names 
‘of approximately 20 GRU oificers whom NOSENXO relates to the early 
1950's period. In ad adit tion, NOSENKO has, during current interviews 
: and in siiee memoranda, fuenisned the names of additional Navy Intelii- 
gence persomel whom he knew in the 1951 - early 1953 period. 
Page 52 of the above summary and other related pages question 
Sietes NOSENXKO ever served in the Baltic area with Naval Intelligence 
; = “7 ‘daa even question his geographical knowledge of the area, Attached is a 
copy of a handwritten memorandum with certain diagrams prepared by 
NOSENKO on 21 February. 1968 concerning his.assignment with Navy 
. . Mntelligence in the Far East and the Baltic area, The memorandum was 
. .ccompieted by. NOSENKO without any reference material and a review of 
his diagrams indicates they are quite accurate. 

NOSZNKXO had previously stated that his service in the Baltic 
area was at Sovetsk Primorskiy and during current interviews recalled 
that the former name of the place, an aimost deserted fisnermen's 
village, was Fivhauivers The previous designation given by NOSENKO 
for this place as having the mail address of Sovetsk Primorskiy had 


caused the conclusion that his alleged place of assignment was non- 


Raia A further check.in the matter would have disclosed that the 


‘ 
n 


* - place was: not nonexistent, that it is currently known as Primorsk and 
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The previous summary 4aiso stated that despite nis claimed 


active cornmissioned service in the Navy, NOSENKO knew nothing of 


Soviet Navy tradition, doctrines, or organization of procedures, It 


should be noted that there is a considerable difference between being 


a member of the Naval RU and being.an actual member of the Soviet 
Navy. The situation could be compared to a career civilian employee 
of the Office of Naval Intelligence and a line officer in the United States 
Navy. | 


Attachments: 
| List.of GRU Personnel as Prepared by NOSENKO 
‘Diagrams and comments as Prepared by NOSENKO 
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B. NOSENKO dié not enter the KGB in the manner or at the time 


claimed, (Previous conclusion) 


The above is conclusion "B" in the previous summary in Pogara . 
te NOSENKO. The conclusion in this summary is that NOSENKO entered 
the then Second Chief Directorate, MVD, in mid-March 1953 and that his 
entry was not only facilitated by but due to the influence of General 
Bogdan Zakharovich KC3ULOV. 

Previous statements by NOSENKO and changes relative to date of 
entry into the KGB have been mentioned in another section of the summary 
and will not be repeated here. His statements during current interviews 
that he entered on duty in mid-March 1953 as a case officer in the Firet 
Section, First Department, Second Chief Directorate, MVD, are con- 
sidered adequately Jabatansietss and should be seexeea: 


The conclusion of the previous summary (pages 61-74) that 


NOSENKO did not enter the KGB in the manner or at the time claimed 


‘was primarily based on conflicting statements by NOSENKO as to when 


he entered the KGB (MVD). In 1962 NOSENKO said March 1953 and in 


1965 NOSENKO again said March 1953, soon after the death of STALIN. 
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in 1964, NOSENKO had given two dates in 1952 as his time of entry into 
the XGB in an effort not to'admit that he had failed to graduate from the 
Institute of International jelations in 1949. 

The oFevious summary gave considerable weight to the statements 
of NOSENKO indicating that ie, did bos caine the KGB (MVD) under what 
are gougiaeeed corel KGB procedures, spyoper allowances were not 
a as ron tor position of the father of NOSENKO, the Minister ot Shipbuilding, 
‘sand the influence.of General KOBULOV: An analyst can either accept or 
: - reject the statement of NOSENKO that ~ entered the KGB (MVD) through 


. -the influence of.General KOBULOV;. but,. if the statement is accepted, ‘then 


ithe failure. of NOSENKO to be required to follow normal. KGB, procedures 
at ta -should.also.be.accepted. - A Communist society or.a Soviet intelligence 
organization is not and could not be immune to influence by a high official. 


General KOBULOV as of mid-March 1953 was First Deputy to BERIYA, 


“the Minister of the then MVD. tee, Ot J 


- 


Bes The previous summary raises several points concerning the 
oe aS , 


‘ , 
2 


“eligibility of NOSENKO for the KGB (MVD).’ It points out on page 67 


that other than bis undistinguished period of service with the Naval RU, 


Pane : he was no more. eligible for a KGB.appointment in 1953 than he was at 
v3 _ithe time of his previous rejection in 1950. This. statement is not contro- 


pes 3 ‘ 


. 4, ivertible and-is fully accepted with the qualification that in 1950 NOSENKO 
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-Was not sponsored by any person of influence as was tne case in 1953 
with General KOBULOV who in mid-March 1953 was the First Deputy 
to BERIYA. 

The previous summary also states that according to KGB 
defectors familiar with the standards in iorce at the time, no candidate 


was accepted who had ever had tuberculosis. This is a flat statement 


which it is doubtful any defector or series of defectors could fully 
oe - a 


substantiate; namely,, that it neve? happened. Until and unless it is 
medically Proven that NOSENKO did not have tuberculosis, itis accepted 
i that he did have tuberculosis in 1952 and was ata sanitarium --. vest. 


place i in Kubinka. Tei is also accepted that he was an officer in the KGB. 


aw . ' we 


¥ 


after mid-March 1953. The influence of XOBULOV could undoubtedly 


wey 


have permitted NOSENKO to enter the KGB even though he previously 
‘ had tuberculosis, but the flat statement that no candidate was accepted who 
had ever had tuberculosis is not and cannot be sufficiently substantiated. 
The previous summary contained a number of additional remarks 
, and conclusions intended to show that NOSENKO was not eligible for and 
therefore could not have entered the KGB (MVD). Comments concerning 
these will be brief since there is considered to be no adequate basis at 
this ‘time on which to contend that NOSENKO did not enter the KGB . 
on (Mtv) as an officer: in. mid-March 1953. A comment was made that’ 
6001134... 
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NOSENKO did not take a physical examination in connection'with his 


processing ior KGB entry, and that such a medical examination was 


a routine and mandatory part of the processing of a KGB candidate. 
This statement makes no allowance for the influence of General 
KOBULOV; but, in addition, does not ccensider the fact that, the Naval 
RU dossier on NOSENKO was available to the KGB (MVD). 

wo The previous summary also failed to note that the MVD would 


have had independent iniormation in regard to NOSENKO since the MVD. . . mo , . : 


would have conducted any necessary inquiry in connection with the entry 
_ of NOSENKO into.the Naval RU. As of 1953, the MVD undoubtédly also 


had a dossier on the father of NOSENKO since this was still the STALIN | oe 


ee es 
a > wy . 


' efa. 
The summary also states’ that NOSENKO did not complete the 


necessary lengthy Anketa before entry into the KGB (MVD) and did not . J ofA 


speak to an ersonn: fficers or visit the ersonnel office. It would 
Pp ny personnel off P ace. 


~—_———— 


nee, ae 


ene 


seem that the influence of General KOBULOV could have permitted the 
elimination of most if not all of the necessity of complying with normal 
procedures, but NOSENKO has during interviews stated that he com- 
pleted the Anketa while sitting at his desk after entry into the KGB (MVD). 
Page 70 of the previous summary states that NOSENKO did not cs : a _ ; 


know.the designation of his own Directorate either at the time he allegedly 
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entered on duty or during his first year of KGB service. While , ve : 
NOSENKO has claimed that the designation of his Directorate at the 
time he entered the KGB (MVD) in mid-March 1953 was the Second , 7 . j 
Chief Directorate and that it subsequently was redesignated the 


First Chief Directorate, DERYABIWN nas stated this reversal of 


designations occurred in March 1953, 
STALIN died in early Marca 1953 and that same month the ; . 2 , : : 
MVD and the MGB were merged under the name MVD with BERIYA 
as Minister. BERIYA held this position until his arrest in early June fe as : ny ; 
1955. BERIYA was sicceoasa by KRUGLOV, who held office for less 
. than.a year. Yuriy RASTVOROV, was recently queried concerning the oe Bays ay ‘hea! 4 ne ie & ie 
date of the reversal of the designation of the FCD,and SCD and places 
it as the end of April or early May 1953. GOLITSYN has indicated that 


the change occurred ''soon after the advent of BERIYA as head of the 


MVD in April 1953."' In the light of our inability to fix the effective date 
of the reversal of the designations of the SGD and the FCD, it is ee 
unreasonable to impugn NOSENKO on his statement as to the designation 

of his Directorate at the time of his entry into the KGB (MVD). 

There is a disagreement between NOSENKO and ethers as:to who 


was responsible for the reversal of designations of the FCD and the.SCD. 


a ‘NOSENKO is of: the-opinion that-it occurred. under: KRUGLOV, which is : : . 
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in conflict with the staternents of DERYABIN, RASTVOROV and -% c. 


ee 


.GOLITS YN, all of whom maintain that BERIYA was responsible for ; i ge 
the changes. As for the issue of who was responsibie for the reversal 
of designations, it would appear that NOSENKO is inerror. However, 


the fact that he was a new junior officer and that this was a period of 


—_—_—_—_—— 


this issue. . 

NOSENXO is criticized in the previous summary for aot knowing 
the location of the Chief Directorate of the Militia or the history of the 
iKI (Committee of Information). NOSENKO has stated that he had no 
contacts with either office during 1953-1955 and there is no adequate reason ; eS ee? s: 
to disbelieve this.statement. He is not aware of when the XI ceased to 
exist (1951 given in the summary, but other information indicates the KI 
contintied to exist in a nominal capacity until the mid-1950's), but care 
should be used in stating what NOSENKO should know if he held a certain i 
position. Readers of this summary may wish to teflact on their own . 
memory enacersing the location and their knowledge of Agency facilities at . we 
any given period of time or when Agency components or related organizations 


were organized or ceased to exist. : 
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The point has also been made enaas career of NOSENKO 

in the KGB should have ended or he should have at least encountered 

difficulty when his benefactor Geners KOBULOV, together with the 
= _ brother of Genera} XOBUL OV, was arrested with the BERIYA group in 
c . early June 1953. NOSENKO has during current interviews stated that he 
encountered no difficulties but is aware that the KOBULOV connection 
was discussed.by an officer from the Personnél Directory with an 
official of the First Department. Under other circumstances NOSENKO 
would wary possibly have encountered difficulty; but, it should be noted 
that the father of NOSENKO retained his ‘position, that-NOSENKO sige 
met Geusear KOBULOV through his father, and that NOSENKO faa stated 
that although his father knew General KOBULOV, his father could in no 


way be considered a member of the BERIYA group. 
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vom Fe 


to be prepared in early 1955 which necessitated a decision as to whether 


he would be fired from the KGB or transierred to some other component. 


The influence of his family is quite apparent in the above since 


- his father was advised of his difficulties: in 1954 by an official of the 
KGB and his mother interceded on his benalf in 1955 with the Caief of 


SCD. The result in 1955 was that NOSENKO was transferred to the 


Seventh Department and not fired from the KGB. 


The question has been raised as to how NOSENKO could remain 


\ 


in the KGB when after 1954 he was not a member of the Komsomol and 


“ a ae 


-. , Was not eligible to become a candidate for the Ciaasnntat Party. rile 
is.a valid question but a plausible explanation is again the fact that he. was . a, : 
the 568 of chs hen Minister of Shipbuilding. 

NOSENKO has stated curing previous and current interviews that 
following his entry into the KGB and until circa mid-1954-he was respon- 
sible for work against American correspondents in Moscow. He has not 


claimed that he had any successes and has stated that the work with news- 


f 


paper correspondents already recruited was being handled by other officers. 
NOSENKO has explained that during this time he was a "new seein: a 
indicating he could hardly have been expected to act as an experienced . 
officer, His knowledge of correspondents in Moscow during this period 


--, ~ of time, together. with‘his knowledge of other. KGB.officers and his — . . ye : was. 
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information concerning his own agents is believed of sufficient weight 
to accept the statement of NOSENKO that work against American cor- 
respondents was his assignment irom mid-March 1953 to mid-1954. 
From circa mid-1954 until his transfer to the Seventh Depart- 4 
ment in late May 1955, NOSENKO claims and has claimed he was an 
officer of the First Section with tne responsibility of work against the 
Military‘Attaches (Army) at the United States Embassy in Moscow. It . 


is considered, based on his knowledge of the various Military Attache 


personnel and other collateral information furnished by NOSENZO, that : 


NOSENKO was an officer of the First Section during the mid-1954 - late 


May 1955. period of time, that his primary work was against members 


of the Office of the Military Attache, but that the quality of his work 


undoubtedly left much to be desired. 


In circa mid-1954, NOSENKO was removed as Secretary of the 


a aeeqarte oF 


Komsomol unit and by early 1955 his performance was such that at least 
certain officials in the First Department desired his removal from the 


é e 
First Department, if not the KGB. Under these circumstances, 


7 


NOSENKO could be criticized as having been a very poor if net 
undesirable KGB officer, but his knowledge of the First Section during 


this period of time and his knowledge of the members of the Office of 
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the Military Attache supports the claira of NOSENHO that he was an 


oificer oi the Firs? Section with the indicated assignment as related 
by aim. 
NOSZNXO has stated that the work against the Military ' 


Attaches was not primarily directed toward development of recruitment 
possibilities, but was directed toward control of the Military Attaches 

on trips in order to prevent observation of sensitive areas, sensitive 
sites or sensitive activities in the USSR. This attitude by the KGB 

would appear to be compietcly plausible and NOSENKO noted as 
exceptional in this regard the recruitment attempt against Captain Waiter 
MULE. NOSENKO explained this exception as retaliation for approaches 
to Soviets in the United States in that period, 

NOSENKO has deen criticized because he did not know all the 
details corcerning the Military Attaches which it was considered he 
should have known if he had the specific responsibility for work against 
the Militury Attaches during the indicated period of time. it is submitted 


that this may be evidence oz his failure to satisiactorily fulfill his 
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D. During the period of 1955 - 1960, NOSENKO was neither @ 


senior case officer. in, nor Deputy Chief oi, the Seventh Department, |... 


American-British Commonwealth Section, (Previous conclusion) : 


tu 


4 
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The above is Sohalusion "D" in the previous summary. The 
current conclusion is that NOSENKO was an officer in the Seventh ‘ 
Department, SCD, from late May 1955 to December 1959 and was 
Deputy Chief of the American-British Commonwealth Section, Seventa 
Department from 1958 to December 1959. 


‘ “ 
During current interviews, NOSENKO has furnished extensive 


ieee ee Amn es ames wi ere eee 


- information concerning his own activities in the Seventh Department 


a era 


during the 1955-1959 period. Interviews of persons who were the suoject 
of KGB interest collaterally confirm that NOSENKO was personally in- * 
volved in certain claimed activities during 1955 to December 1959. 
These activities include among others the recruitment of Richard BURGI| OG 
0) 0 
in June 1956, contact with/Sir Allen era BIRS Ein the 


summer of 1957, the recruitment of[Gteetla 3 @ HARRIS ]in 1958, the re- 


DO 
. cite ent off George DREW|in the spring of 1959, the recruitment of 
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[Wittiam Stanley WiLBY in June 1939, the recruitment of David TAYLOR] | 
; in the summer of 1959, the recruitment oilGerard MERTENS |in July - | 

August 1959, and the recruitment ofrsene PRIPPED}in i959, The 

foregoing is not a complete list of all cases in whica NOSENKO claims 

personal invoivement, but is representative of cases in which his alleged 

participation has been confirmed by interviews with the individual who 


06, Oo, OG 


[Sir Allen LANE, Arthur BIRSE, William Stanley WILBY, and 


was the KGB target. 


race TAYLOR|were[BrNieifcitizens and the other above-named indi- 
viduals were[Unitdl stated citizens. This would seem to substantiate 
the claim of NOSENKO that curing 1955 - Decennce 1959 he was an 
officer engaged in KGB operations agsinst American-British Common- 
weaith tourists in the USSR. 
in addition, NOSENKO has furnished specific information about 

an operation againei{Nartin CALA, an American tourist who was in 
the Soviet Union from approximatcly September 1955 to December 1955, 
(MALIA has not been interviewed and evill not be interviewed, so at this 
time no particular 1955 case in which NOSENKO claims involvement 
or personal knowledge has been substantiated by interview of the 


individual involved. 
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NOSENKXO has furnisned information on the travel of certain 
United States Government ojiiciais, inciuding Congressional represent- 


atives to the USSR in 1955 : 1956; and the trip of Supreme Court Justice 

William O. DOUGLAS in 1955 whicn, when consi.uered itn ike avevigualy 
; 

mentioned specifics, adequately substantiate his . _.imed service in the 

Seventh Department and work against American-B ritish Commonwealth 

tourists during the late May 1955 - December 1959 period. 

NOSENKO has stressed that when he austersed to the Seventh 
Department, the Tourist Section had just been established and an agent 
network was not .vailable for operations against American and British 
tourists. This seems quite logical since the infiux of tourists into the 
USSR was jwt in,a jormative stage. 

NOSENKO has spoken in detail about an agent network he de- 
veloped after 1955 which primarily consisted of Intourist personnel 
and two homosexual sachs, "SHMELEV" and "GRIGORIY" (KGB code 
names), whose extensive use in KGB operations has been confirmed by 
interviews with individuais who were the subject of homosexual] com- 
promise operations. 

The previous summary contained remarks on pages 101 - 150 ae 
in regard'to the claimed 1955 - 1959 Seventh Department service of 


gou1159 


NOSENKO,. To comment on all the aspects mentioned in those fifty 
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pages would be repetitious and in many instances superfiuous. Ii is 
considered that even ii the statements were accepted in toto, there 
wouid stili not be an adequate basis ior 4 conclusion that NOSENKO 
was not an ofiicer in the claimed positions in the Seventh Dessriment 
Guring the period of late May 1955 - December 1959. Nor is it con- 
ceded that, if ali the sub-conclusions ane the interpretations of various 
areas of information were accepied witnout quaiification, there is any 
evidence that NOSENKO was dispatched by the KGB. “However, there 
are certain assumptions and interpretations which appeared in tne 
previous summary which are particularly worthy of comment ané which 
are songidered erroneous or require additional clarification. 

On page 145 it is stated that the evidence suggests that NOSENKO 
was an English-speaking specialist in sexual entrapment, not a counter- 
intelligence officer responsible for the identification of foreign agents 
among tourists or for the development, recruitment, and exploitation 
of agents for the KGB. The Second Chief Directerate,- KGB, and the 
MVD have used homosexual and heterosexual compromise in numerous 
known {and presumably unknown) successful recruitments and recruit- 
ment attempts. This activity has not been limited to the Seventh Depart- 


ment, SCD; and the innuendo that NOSENKO was "only an English- 


speaking specialist in sexual entrapment" and not ‘a KGB Gaigdi tien 
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considered with the cetaiicd information NOSENKO has proviced on 
Seventh Departrnent personnel, activities, procedures, and topics of 
a similar nature is not consicered to have any foundation in fact. 
Page 145 of the above surnmary lists eleven shesatiens which £ 
were Seventh Depariment cases prior to 1900 and which were included 
in the notes furnished to CIA in 1964 by NOSENKO. The named operations 
were those against| Bernard PECHTER, Patrick PRESSMAN, John RUFE, Ob 0b bb) Ob Db, Ob, Db dp 
Gerald SEVERN, Sofia SHATTAUER, (inu) KARLOV, Norman FISK, 
Ralph MATLAW| Marvin KANTOR; Michael GINSBURG, and William bb 0 ( 
TARASKA\ The criticism made in regard to the above eleven cases 
was that NOSENKO could not describe the individual operations other 
than to say that he had recorded tne name of the target and such details 
as he could acquire when he reviewed.the activities of the Seventh Depart- 
ment in 1962 foliowing his return fen tie First Depactrient: 
The notes brought out by NOSENO ave considered in another 
section of this summary, but it snould be noted here that a fuil review 


of all of the notes of NOSZENKO currently availabie indicates that his 
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statements as to how and why he obtained the information in the notes as 
are completely piausible. A detailed explanation of the notes furnished 
by NOSENKO would almost. necessitate a separate listing of the approxi- 


mately 150 cases or names mentioned in the notes, 
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During curreni interviews, NOSZNKO furnished specific 
information on certain of the above eleven cases, including|Wiliiam ; 
sisi Baig A teeta tanh pte a apary 06, 06,06, 08 D 
TARASKA, Bernaré PECHTER, Michaei GINSBURG and John RUFEL~ )7)  ) 


. 
it shouic aiso be noted that certain of the cases suchas Marvin KANTOR. 


and William TA RASKA| were cases in which the tourist was visiting 


G@ oy 


2 


relatives in the Soviet Union and that NOSENKO has given a satisiactory 
expianation of how he iearneé of the KANTOR case, NOSENKO has, in 

’ discussing his cuties as Deputy Crief of the American-British Common- 
wealth Section, also explained that if a tourist indicated that he intended 
to visit relatives in the USS-., the case automaticaily was as3igned toa 
group of officers in the Section who reported directiy to the Chief of 


Section and were, not under the supervision of NOSENKO, 


NOSENKO has stated that he noted the names of three of the 


’ 1 


individuals when retiring the files of "GRIGORIY" and "SHMELEV,'"' 
two homosexual agents of NOSENKO previously mentioned. NOSENKO 7 


has explained that "SHMELEV" and "GRiGORIY" had the assignment of 


identifying American travelers with homosexual tendencies, that they 
had contact with numerous Americans, and that they had homosexual 
activity with individuals on whom they reported but on whom no overt ; 


action was taken by the Seventh Department. In some cases the individual 
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he 


was not considered a worthwhile target and in others the information 
Was just maintained for possible use at a later date if the individual 
revurned to the USSR. ob 
NOSENKO has aiso explained how he learned of the[Patrick ; 
PRESSMAN land (Gerald Seven pases: and, tne iisting of the Sofia O 
SHAT TAUER \case in connection with the 1955 - 1959 period is in com- ) 
plete error since page 427 of the previous surnmary contains information 
from NOSENKO on her recruitment eo 1962. During ‘current interviews 
the notes which NOSENKO brought out in 1964 have been discussed in 
detail with NOSENKO. He has given a detailed explanation of the material 
which he brought out and his explanation of all aspects is very convincing. 
The previous summary (page 144) suggested that the involvement 
of NOSENKO in certain cases being handled by other Sections in the 
Seventh Department or by the KGB Directorate of Moscow was unusual, 
An examination of the cited cases does not indicate that his participation 
was unusual, but rather tiat his explanation of why he was involved is 
logical and normal. No consideration was previously given to the English 
language capability of NOSENKO or the fact that his own homosexual agents 
were used in two of the four cited cases. 


The summary also. noted that there was a question concerning 


whethe2| Gisela HARRIS vas necessarily a Seventh Department case. 
ele Go01154 
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This question seems quite superfiucus since)iiA: aS in the USSR 
on a tourist visa and "real" tourists are the Pes pois soility of the Seventa 
Desaetnsn Departmental responsibility within the SCD for an indi- 
vicuai traveling in tie USSR is decided on the basis of how the individual 
is traveling; i.e., whether on a tourist visa, as a member ‘of a dcicgation, 
as the invitee of an organization in the USSR, as a iormer diplomat , 
Stationed in Moscow, as a Ciplomat not previously stationed in Moscow, 
as a member oi the Cultural Exchange program, as a student attending 
a university in the USSR, etc. Tnere are also various other factors 
which affect the determination of which Department or organizational 
component of the SCD has tne responsibility for a tourist case, These 
factors include whether the individual is already suspected of foreign 
intelligence connections and whether the individual is a businessman, 
In addition, certain actual tourists in the USSR may never become the 
responsibility of the SCD if the individual is of specific interest-to the 
FCD. 
e 

On pages 148 - 149, NOSENKO is criticized for not knowing at 
least some of the substance of the information furnished by George 
BLAKE in regard to the CIA-MI-6 program of utilizing tourist agents 


inthe USSR. This criticism completely ignored the fact that NOSENKO 


made severai references in 1962 to the KGB having such information 
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althouga he dic then ana stiil suspects that William VASSALL was the 


source, The references py NCSENKO to tne KGB naving such inior- 


mation were not developed in 1962 or later interrogations, and it was 


not until current interviews inet it was esiabiisned that NOSENZO had 
_——“~- SS = : 


‘actually seen excerpts oi injormation passe’ by George BLAKE. 


According to NOSENKO, the information which was obviousiy only 
partial was furnished to the FCbD by the SCD and could oniy have come 


from an agent, 


1 


The previous summary (page 149) also notes that in 1901 CIA 
acquired a lengthy Top Secret study on the subject of the use of lings 
by American Intelligence for espionage and aeration support in the 
Soviet Union (document was iurnished by GOLITSYN following nis de- 
fection in December 1961). it was noted that the summary contained 
references to certain 1958 - 1959 tourists whom the KGB counter- 
invelitachee identified as Amirican agents and noted that NOSENKO 
claimed he was Deputy Chief oi the American-British Commonwealth 
Section in this period of time and that he claimed tne KGB icentified 
no American Intelligence agents curing this period of time. What later 
is described as a claim by NOSENKO is neither an accurate reflection 


of what NOSENKO said prior to 1967 or has said since 1967.: 
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NOSENKO i.as never claimed to riiow all activities against 
American traveiers in the Soviet Union curing 1958 -.1959. Many 
of these travelers would have been the responsibility of a section in 
tne Seventh Department, other than the American-Britisn Commen- 
weaith Section, or another Depariment in the SCD. NOSENKO was 
quite aware that certain of the American tourists in 1958 - 1959 were 
acti.g suspiciously from a KGB point of view, 

NOSENKO has stated he was aware that a decament which the 
Seventh Department had prepared and iurnished to the FCD in an efiort 
to obtain further assistance from the FCD in the work against tourists 
nad been. compromised by GOLITSYN. NOSENKO stated he was not in 
the Seventh Department when the aeciendat was prepared and did not 
review the document uniil after the defection of GOLITSYN and foiiow- 
ing advice from the FCD to the Seventh Department, SCD, that the 
document had been compromised. The document furnished by GOLITSYN 
has never been ee aeoue with NOSENKO to determine if it contained 
additional information not in the document which he was aware had 
been prepared by tne Seventh Department for the FCD. 

NOSENKO has been impugned on his apparent unfamiliarity with 


a number of cases cited as examples in the document furnished by 


GOLITSYN. In current interviews, however, the descriptiqn i fMOSENKO 
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It is the conclusion of this summiucy that NOSENXO hele che 
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irst Section (Arsevican Embassy Section), 


position of Deputy Ciel, 
ScD, from January 1960 - Decembder 2931. 


The ciaim of NOSENHKO that he hele the above position in 2950 ; : ’ 


nn 


- 196] has been the most Giificuit claimed position of NOSENXO co 
bad | £40) 


satisfactorily resolve ane accepi. Acceptance or nonacceptance o: ew we : 


é 
were -— 


1 
i He his claim to have held this particular position is a critical factor in 
H 


i a decision as to whether the remainder of his claimed KGB career 


is valid. lt is believed scasonedle to presume that if NCSENKO wes eo 
8 Deputy Chief of the American-Britiso Commonwealth Section, Seventh 
Department, prior to December 1959 ia the absence of any indica-ion » - Mong 
that he was demoteé, he shoulda have been as 2eas sta Deputy Chies of 


Section curing 1960 - 1961. 


Position in the SCD, KG3, and througaout tae AGB is important 


from a monetary point of view as well as a prestige point of view. If : Se 
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Je is apparent that the mnowlécse oz NC. 


aspects of activity in the 


. 1961 is incomplete when iucged by whet are considered the normal 


zt: 


~~ Yesponsibilities of a Deputy Chiei in CLA. During current interviews, 


an eiiort was made to Getermine what the responsibilities os NCSENKO 


swe a - 
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actually were in i960 - 198) and whether his statements in this area 
were impossible or could be accepted as not negating his claim to have 
-been Deputy Chief, Fixst Section, 


According to NOSZENXO, in the early 1960's there were only 


approximately fifteen Deputy Chieis cz Section in the entire SCD and 
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tion. ith tnis he Had first erecited KOVSHUK and verious 
Sect Along with this i G first erecited KOVSHUK varic 
other officers in the Section wich previous ressonsibiiity for. certain 
matters which were assigned to him uzon iis arrival there, then later 


stated that BAXHVALOV had been responsivie for these matters, The 


previous summary noieG that interrogation Lad never r 
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contradictions. 


In the light of the present clearer picture of the nature of a 


Deputy Chief of Section, the statements of NOSENKO on BAKHVALOV 
‘ a - . 
and on the issue of who he, NOSENKO, Gid oz did uot replace are not 
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_ contradictory, There is no reason to cuestion that BAKHVALOV, with 


‘ 
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‘whom NOSENKO, incidertaliy, did not overlap, was a Deputy ChieZ of 


" Section in the First Section before NCSENXO, ane that he was respon- 


‘ible for certain areas which later fell to NOSENKO. On the other 
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for work against the Service Attaches was primarily one of coxntvei on st. 
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trips and not active wor towards possible recruitmeni. 
After a short period of time, NOSENKO was iniozrmed sy ; 


a GRIBANOV that he, NCSENKO, had been tranoferred to supervise the - ‘ : 
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work against code cieras (also code machine mechanics) at the United . 


om. States Embassy. GRiSANOV defined this work as being of the greatest re aN, :. 
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GAVAZNOV a6 Vadionw V. ACSOLASOV was Jormed win NCSENAG 
responsible for supervision of the work. GAYAZNOV and ACSOLASPOV 


pane 


were not new KGB oilicers, but instezc were experienced officers 
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aithough bots as Senior Case Ociicere were, of lesser Tans an NOSINKC, 


NOSENKO coes not claim that he Zac to train ether officer or to minutely 


scrutinize every action or proposed action of GRYAZNOV and KOSOLAPOV. 
NOSENKO does claim he was responsibie jor sugervision over their ae 


work, 


Accordging to NOSENKO, GRIZANOV srapuasized that work 


against code clerks was to be his primary work in tne First Section 


nk _ and that it would taxe precedence over, any otnex activity, Other than 


ie work against code clerks, NOSENKO has generally defined his resszoz- 
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pat sibilities as ioliows: 
(a) Responsidility for flie of (wore against) Joan 
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: ABIDIAN, Security Ofiicer at United States Embassy. 
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: matter of the responsibility of NOSENKO for work against coce clerks 


sibilities listed in (a) - (d) above. 
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‘ Deputy Chief of Branch or Section in CLA. An analyst can either accept 
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or reject the theory that there is necessariiy an equation between the 


responsibilities. of.a Deputy Chief in CLA wad the KGB, but id the analyst 


accepts the theory, ne must offer some supporting evicence on tris point. 


+ Pages 151 - 261 of the previous summary contained comments 


and conclusions and sub-conciusions in regard to the ciaimed service 


oi NOSENKO as Deputy Criei of First Section, First Department, 196C - 
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Pages 205 - 222 of whe previous summary contain @ Cetailed 7 
basis for ine previous conclusion that NOSENKO was not the NCS case 
oilicer tor John ABIOGIANL, The cusvest conclusion 45 that he wae tne ) 
reszonsizle case oiiicer Zor ABIDIAN, Whevher or not his work against 2 
ABIOIAN compared favoraaly with what is considered to.be the MO of 

‘Va responsible CIA case oizicer is immaterial; wnat is material is ; 
Owhetner NOSENKO reasonably fulfilice the requirements. of the XG 
. for work against the particular target, John ABIDIAN. itis sett thar oes 
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—_Girection of determining if ABIDIAN would iead the KGB to Nac mer 
POPOV, "and no denndeeuiton was given to active agent wor against 
ABIDIAN for sbueihye recruitment. This explanation by NOSENKO 
app¢cars reasonable and logical and his knowledze of ABIDIAN and his . 
eescription of his work against ABIDIAN should be considereé omy 
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within that framework, 
Admittedly NOSENKO was unawasze of a con iderable amount 
of Getails regarding the background of ABIDIAN, but onthe other hand 


if the statements of NOSENKO are accepted that the only aim of the 
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The previous summary, pages 213 - 216, contains some quite 
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specific statements reiative to ASIDIAN anc a Soviet x 


operational contact according to > NOSENKO, which are erroneous. 


This invalidates one oi tne bases for tre previous conclusion the: 7 


NOSEN KO was not the responsizie case uliicer ior ABIOLAN. 


NOSENKO fae previousiy siateé that ihn cizca Octoser 1965 he 
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of the pipeing of Metka on the clothing ané efiects of ADSIDIAN by xis 


maid who is mentioneé above, Tatyana FEDOROVICH. Tae statement: 
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is made in the summary that this coule not be true because FEDOROViICH 
did not work part time for ABIDIAN until 2x least July 1961. ABIDIAN 

has recently been reinterviewed concerning the above anc the resulis 
invalidate the previous conclusion wnat FEDOROVICE could not save 


treated the clothing ané effects of ABIDIAN with Metka prior to July 1961. 
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_ ABIDIAN Gid not mail any operationa: letters witain the Sovies 
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Union until after Marcas 1961 and therefore in view of the cbhove, there 


is no reason to contradict the statement of NCSENKO thai che three jratle { ? 
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operational ietters intercepted by the KGS anc malied by ASIDLAN au 
NN ere te 


showed evidence of Metxa. it is interesting to note taat NCSENKO in 
Seca eeas 
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June 1962 warned CLA about the KGB use of Metka for spotting internal 


letter mailings by United Siates Embassy personne? 


‘“ABIDIAN, according to NOSENXO, was the subject of a 24-hour 


surveillance with the Seventh Directorate assigning a specific surveillance 


'. brigade to cover ABIDIAN. The actual surveillance of ABIDIAN was ithe 


/ responsibility of the Seventh Directorate which submitted reports to the 
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oilicer ior ABIDIAN, was exvecicd to veview these resorts anc gave 


uncer the XGU organization ne would not participate in the surveillance 


eilanc va ent intormation cisciosea any personal Weaxnesses cf 
veil e@ora. 120 tiom Gisciosea any > ; 
ABIDIAN, the-AGB wouwg have attempted to exzicit them. No personas 


weaknesses «ere Gisciosed, according to NOSENXO, ana the pattern 


to ——- 


Oi coverage to see ii ADIDIAN woulé ead tne AGS io “another POPOV" 


remained unchanged. 
Pages 210 -2i2 of the previous summary notes that NOSENXO 
was unaware of countries visited by ABIDIAN curing trips outsice the 


USSR and that no effort was made by NOSENKO tnrough the SCD io find 
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out such information. According to the previcus summary, NOSENK 

stated that the FCD “would not accept! suca a recuest ior "operational 
. “8 

action against an American Ciplomat coming rom Moscow." The 

surveillance which would have been required on the past of the FCD 


to achieve any sort oi reasonabie coverage of ABIDIAN abroad would 


certainly have placec a severe burcéen on the FCD. Further, NOSENKO . 


contends that the results which might reasonably. be expected would be 


~. -  of.little or no practical value to tie SCD. , 
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conilict or confusion, It is apparent thet NOSENKO was no 
. Section, First Department, for any racterial period of time aiter 
30 December 1961. kis also clear that he either read the surveillance 
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report on ihe visit of ABIDIAN to the Pushkin Street ceaccrop site or 
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was iully briefed on the details of the visit. NOSENXO insisis that he 


reac the surveillance report at the time or shortly aster the event. 


since his accurate knowledge o: the route of ABIDIAN anc his actions 
oe 

in connection with the visit support this claim. However, his consistent 
inability on his own to approximate the Gate of the visit or relaeis to bs 
his change of assignments raises a question regarding v 
read the report. 

NOSENKO claims tnat the visit of ABIDIAN to the Pushkin Street 

yt \deaddrop area ledto the KGB setting up a stationary surveillance post 
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Geneva in mic-March i962. 
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mOW Maintains, 4e was Kept 
advised of developments or norcevelopmenis foliowing the visit o 
ABIDIAN to tie Pusakin Street building by Veniamin KOZLOV, a Chic: 


of Department in the Seventh Directorate whe hac been known tu 


_ NOSENKO since 1953, or ‘Viadisiav KOVSHUK or Gennadiy GRYAZNOV, 


Chief and Deputy Chief respectively of the First Section, First Depert- 
ment. Even so, however, his tailure a call cur attention to this meatier 
mn June 1962 would seem to require exslanation, especially in view of 
the fact that he did warn us about the danger of operational lettes mail- 
ings by ABIDIAN -- a warning waich would appear clearly to have been 
derived from KGB coverage of the activities of ABIDIAN in the spring- 
summer oz 1961, 

It is to be noted that curing the June 1962 meciings NOSENKO 
was not specifically asked for ary additional informatioa regarding 


any known or suspected intelligence activities of ABIDIAN. Beyond 
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MOLEING SUSPiCiOUS OF The Dart Of ABIDIAN or anyone else, and wiexvelorve 


This is not implausible. f:ncther possibie explanation, however, 


derived from the alreacy noted inability of NOSENKO to pin cown a Care 


ior the visit, is that he learned of, tie stationary survelllanc 
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, of the visit itseif after his.meetings with us in Sune 1962, It should te 
a3 novec in this context that with the pudlic. éxposure of the PENKOVSXIY 


case in the fail of 1962, the Pusnaiin Sixeci cea 


cérop undoubtediy became : 


the subject of widespread interest within the KGS. 
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That NOSENKO ie: soe eee sul eobnisea aueaeers visit 
of ABIDIAN to the Push«in Street cea Grop anc its consequences is clear 
from the recoré. While it is entirely possible that NOSENKO has con- 
sciously exaggerated his involvement with the visit and its aftermain, 
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it is also possioie that the evident Gistortions of his accounts oz the 
afiair derive from honest coniusion, 

Currext interviews and a check of the tapes of previous inter- 
views ‘leave so doubt that NOSENKO was aware of the visits of ABIDIAN 


to the upper Gorkiy Street area circa March 1961, These visits by 


. . ABIDIAN were for cover purposes and preceded his start of operatiozal 
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was sincea on the art shop for a period of time following the visit of 


ABIDIAN, Oificial recorcs coniirm te visits of ABIDIAN az the time 
and to the buildings Gescriseé by NOSZENAG, 
mammary contain no reference 


- Pages 216 - 220 of the previous 5% 


to the specific statements of NOSENKO relative to KGB interest in the 


"visits of ABIDIAN to the upper. Gorkiy Streetiarea. it is also cca 


froma review of certain transcripts o: previous interrogations that 


no disferentiation was rnacGe concerning isis statements relative to AGB 


coverage of the activities of ABIDIAN in tne upper Gorhiy Sirect arca 
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circa March 1961 and his statements concerning his:knowlecéze o: the 


(30 December 1962). : 
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of NOSENKO concerning ABIDIAN prior to hostile interr ogasion would 


i>, have permitted the clarification of ali issues including the above, but 


go0i474 


14. 


SECRET. Se 


ro os are ee 


= Hse, Glas ee RRL Sa aT Qn Tare ee TY 
7 Pe ae 


x 


cw 


Se tes 


Vt aes ee ba 


fens 


14-00000 


gangs 2a oe 4, he Se @) aly Seed Na Pewee om vem 
POETS 2b mG COU tat we AOS ease Nel LOG 


ae ee re sie da® ly le, poten BE Ae eee he Cease ay be ae Eee OS pales) eked 
taG BOL Where COMp.vie Coa 02sCe Lon ED aca rs amMpososzsic, %anY EVEN, 
we ge tlre Sg mV igs we ro “o Ae nov Weal Mave ee ee o tot the Fisst 

Gane taang 25 Catar wm cinco Ae TG Y Was LOVE TPaLasE PT CuW Gee OF the 2405 


slee 2 we — ~ net i re mh pee: pe toa gt ge cee'e ees wet a Sen ep ne 
Secrion, Piret Departmen, oy 31 December 190. and riost ceviainay nec 
eae Ne Be eee, ent “aera Wale den) Bo Se) tae A ae) 
Yo 29ld, wid LOCr tet NOSSN AG nas SUPD..66 
Seer ee Peter Pb ncisin Ftaee 


CONUS eG MLOTMaAUON Sega LGA” tec Me see esd Oe 


5 Rh ae UES, ats. ta a NOt. : SOY pds ne ors 
were OC PIGLOLCES, 12.6 LOC caw NOSENAG ie not 2528 co 


h} 


7 Semen ry Sesh. SiG AY: 
3905 wniil date 190.2, 


proverly Cate the visit o: 


~ is in uo Way indicative 


oi KGB diepaten: If dispatched, NOSENKO presumabiy WOuld have Bad the 
Gate right, 
In eeuand to (b),. the responsi’ “ity of NOSENKO for preliminary re- 
iew of reports from OTU (Technical Unit of XGB) of "sake" from micro- 
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It is not felt that tie previous conclusion mace sudicient allow- , , 


ance Ior the explanation of NOSENAO of what the responsibility actually 


entailed. Iniormation irom microphones in the United States Embassy, 


according to NOSENKO, was hLandiec very specially, Telephone inter- 
cepts were given to a designated oificer for distribution to the appropriate 


oe case officer, but microphone: reports, to prevent wide dissemination even : 
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% 


had ~o responsivility for review or uliimatie Cisseminetion of tae intor- 


mation to the Chief, SCD, tie Cyaieman, NOU, or the Central Committee 


since this was the responsibii.ty of @ unit in the oifice of the ChieZ, SCD. 
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reception difficulties was also having cifiiculty obtaining a sufficient 
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number of qualiiied monitor-transiators, Asa result, according to 
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NOSENKO, OTU was uot providing completé verbatim transcripts trom 
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“most microphones, but actually was repoviing only those portions which 


OTU considered pertinent. Despite the fact that full transcripts oc 221 
“e 

conversations in areas covered by active micropsones would have been 

of interest to responsibie officers of the First Section, OTU, according ~ 


to NOSENKO, did not provide full transcripts and when askee to provice 


more gave the routixe answer of, "we could do so if we had more 


personnel, w According to NOSENXO, the tapes were maintained at 
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realistic.. lt is aise unrealistic t 
Cucted within reasonable distance of an active microvhone was nor 2 ‘ : 
compromised to ine KGB. 
any damage assessment;.it.is not an aporepriate basis 


tha t NOSENKO 3 n26 to nave been aware oi: this or this 


one hada convers ation in one of the rooms in which there was an active 


—— 


microphone and NOSENXO has claimed he seviewed tne "take" tzom 

microphones in the United States 
it is apparent that there are a number of imponcerasie factors 

to be considered such as wiether the. conversation Cou.G be pickeé up 


by the micropnoxe, whetner tre monitor could recover Susiicient portions 


of the converysation to uncersiand the gist of what was being saic, and 
even if he did, whether he wouid consider it of sufficient importance oz 
interest to incluce in his report in verbatim or in surmmazy form. 

In regard to (c), the claim of NOSENXO that he was responsible 


for maintenance of the physical security fiie on the United States Embassy, ; "a gaa 
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aa inveniion, The basis ier this coacluvicn was 
current snierviews with NOSZNKAO have iucther indicated inai his claim 
on this point snouwid be accepted. 

In regard to (dé), the claim of NOSZNXO that he ected in piace 
of KOVSHUK, the Caief of Firs: Section, wren KOVSEUX Wes absent, 

- itis considered that this claim is accezizsle providing it is not con- 
verted inio a presumption that thereiore NOSENKO knew everytaing 
that KOVSHUX knew. 

NOSENKO claims that he was noi responsible for the direct 
supervision of approximately two-thircs of the officers in the First 
Section, ‘These oificers normaily reported cirectly to KOVSHUA end 
would only report to NOSENXO wken KOVSHUK was azsent. As an 
“example of this, NOSENXO has shown z leck of Getaiied knowlecge of 

‘the work Seat Giplomatic personnel in cze United Siates Embassy. 
He has stated he is sure he would have ic.own of anything "important" 


such as a recruitment or attempted reczruimment, but he does not claim : 


a to have reviewed all. the reports of tae various officers of the First 
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1960, ne was, ss a to NOSENKO, sesponsisie for supervision of 

the work of Vadim A, KOSOLAPOV, Gennadiy i. GAYAZNOV, V.acimir 
EMAIN ang Yevgen.y GROMAKOVSKiY. 
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House, came uncer the supervision of NO. KO only in those casas 


where these agents were Girectec against code clerks. 


t is quite ciear that the knowledge oi XOSEN AO concerning che ; 
A ie , , ‘ 


code clerks, code machine mechanics and pouca clerks who, accorcing 
i to NOSENKO, were incluced in his targets in 1960 - 1961, was much 
greater than his knowledge of any other category of American employees 


at the United States Embassy Guring g this 2 riod except for ABIDIAN,. 
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KOSOLAPOV and GRYAZNOV. 
The first case,| Ca:.e58 $70R83=26} is covered on se 


177 oz the previous summary. Little ecciilonai corament is consicerceé 
necessary on this case since there Gocs not appear tc be any acecquare . : : 
reason to question the general story of NCSENXO in rz ; , 
efiort agains { STORSBERC\ ob ; eat 
It is recognized and meniionee elsewhere that NOSSNAG in 1902 
exaggerated his personai involvement in the case, particularly in vlacin 
himself as present with GRIBANOV wher the recrutiment pitch was raace 
tofSTORSBERG} NOSENXO has retractec this particular claim, but 


there is no reason to Goust that he was engaged ior approximate. 
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the circumstances, it is consicered quite logical that tne 


KGB would assume at the time that] KEYSERS was to be the 


eventual replacement ofSzoat Sang] 
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(b) The previous summary stated that, “prior to his 
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' reo departure from Moscow, AEYSERS|acknowledgeé to Bis 


supervisors JCoronel URSA] his homosexual tencencies 
| and he admitted involvement in three homosexual incidents, 
‘all at the American House" (page 179). 
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while within the Soviet Union." 
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receipt of the detection invitation) he was in error," 


While the official record shows thas[KEYSERS) OG 


.Gid incéeed report receipt of the defection letter to [Coronel OG. 
URBAN}n the office of Cereal sa it should be noted 


= 


that this occurred less than one nour before KEYSERS lez 


and telephone taps, the KGB had concluded that KEYSERS] 


had not reported receipt of the defection letter and there- 
Ob 


. fore had decided to approach|KEYSERS at tse airport, In 
: view of the shoxt time between KEYS=RS|zezoxt of receipt 


: 

as o g Se Seis eo, | oy 6001185 
| : | | 
| 


eres 
p 


* . . 1 ig] , 
jer grat own menses 4° orermen Ma 7 wernt en fae fy : e 
o ra see ORAS AAR N TB Soin ad! t tet 5 


14-00000 


fs 
% 


ae - ace 'G ure Jsorma Lloscow, it woulé . a 


- wrote 


<.ooe if the SCD Lac teasace tais ine 


Qa 


oe aret At aay ban, CR ees ae ~ i een ae, a Om 
account of NOSZENAO in in ef: eo Qcdmacee vy theresore 


i6 Considered completely crecizile, 


Pages 15] - 154 of the previous summary contain information 


an Pegura zo) Matinew ba5 vs} who succe ecec[(Tem 25 ST Sikes , : 


re 


GRYAZNOV was the 


ae 4 


“aVing arrived in Moscow in Sentember 1961. 


esponsibic caSe Gi.rcer 
The previous sumraaxy states (page +33) snasf2 cd | curing 


routine debriefing, coniirmed an Embassy report that in che summers of : 


flicer for Zoe us| zccoruing to ae ; 
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visited the American House with someone from the United Arab Resublic. 


“LILLIAN was interviewed by the American House manager and she 
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Austrian, NOSENXO further icentiied the "West German" agent, 
VEANNA, "as Laving the cover of a journalist, anc stated he believed 


"HANNA! hac mew) we t American House. 4 & yYecent interview, 


| son SRE oniizmed that in early 1951 he had met a West German gizi 


ae at American H House who claimed to be a journalist, The statements of 


St ele appear to substautiate the report of NOSENKO, 


Concerning the agent documented as an Austrian, NOSENKO re- 
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ported that sie was queried about ner passport at American House and 
as a result tue KGB returned her to Hast Germany without further 
aitem mpts to use hex at American House. NOSENKO places this incident 
in the same time period as the "HANNA" case; i.e., 1960 ~ 1961, He 


has never suggested any connection wit f ZU IS, nor is there reason 
.to assume that he could be referring to the experience of ZUI us since 


a this took place in the susmmer of 1962,. after -NOSENKO hac left the 


"90041187 


American Embassy Section. 


i * he ’ 
et TTY rear tents Oat Ot 


14-00000 


wt 
’ 
ete as oh WO NAD ANNES Lele ARRON s Ree eae 


Cig not KAow enougn BBGUZ Es “Sox alo Gack sound to Aave exercisec 


in Be te ee foe Soy) et s Lape ees we of le To Pee sot eh ae WROTE 
any SUpervi-ion in tne deveiozment of \evse Granted that NOSZNAS 


nia ed o~ Er tele nant 
Ga TOL AMOW many 


wleit the First Section, Firsi Department, at the ene of 190. az which 


Ob 


time any supervisory cunctions of NOSZNXO iersninaied. (ZUSUS, wao 


To ae < ¥ tm ° Pee ee oy Mur sy, Se oS <a cena oS. Peres tae te aso: 
Gia not arrive in Moscow until September 1952, remained in Moscow 


lnowing anything adeut] ZUS US| fter ] January 2962, 


ral 


previous internation from NOSZNKO in reaaré to[Paul JENNER 

"Basically, NOSENKO had reported that when ihe KGB learnec that 

[Pau SENNER] who was thought to be a code cler«, was coming tc 

Moscow through Helsinki, a plan was made to send Vadim V. KCSOLAPOV 

7 a 

to: Helsinki to travel on the same train pees to Moscow. «A iemace 
“agert of GRYAZNOV was to be placed on this train at Vyborg aiter th 
- train Se the USSR. The female agent was to became acquainiteé 
oe ( 

with JENNER|as a part of a iuture operation ssaine(TEnRe3 in Moscow, 

ard KOSOLAPOV was also to become acquainted with JENNER} D6 


--_  NOSENKO has stated that the operation was successful, that both 


aah ‘KOSOLAPOV and the iemale agent made the acquaintance oi|J ENNER} fay 
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‘has’ etared that in an eifort to follow up the initial train oe 
the KGB hac arrangeeé ior the iemale agent to encounter eas at 
the Moscow railroac station cr airport wnea he went alone to meet 
couriers, . 

Insofar as is kiown, Pe eeaas never been shown a protozrepa 


~ XOSOLAPOV. Aitnough KOSOLAPOV was. approximately 34 years of 


age in 1960, his photograph and remarks by NOSENXO indicate that in 
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ia icate taat [= ANEA|wes + be Orly Moocow-bound passenger on the 
e Ae arch 1980 train from Finlané co Moscow, anc that one Viktor 

KGLOSSOV ja name NOSENKO sassicenticted as an alias used oy 

,KOSOLAPOY)-was on thie 2 April 1900 train io Moscow. 
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part of the 
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later approach of this same girl to[S= NNER|at the airport. There is 
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mo reason to question that this girl was the female agem of GCRYAZNOV. | 


In view of the conflict between the train manifest and siatements by 
‘NOSENKO, however, it is not clear who the "boy student" was; whether 


this somehow was KOSOLAPOV. or whether it may have been some 
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: 4 
no Gerogatory information was Gevelopec. NOSENKO proviced practically. : 
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tae vesponsible SCD case oliicer, NOSCLAPOV, woule Se sent to Helsinki : 
unGer alias to strike up an accucintance wih in ee Clerk Walcs. the 
SCD hoped ta costinus in Mescow, GOLITSYN talked to ACSULAPOV 

: ia fielsinal at that time, oad the Ausicency srocuredc Zor ANOSOLAPOCV . 
a place in the compartment of the Amescican on the irain irom Hee ink. - 
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the case and he, GOLITSYN, conciuéed from this reaction that it must 
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£ SERGEZV (SERGZEYEV), but was unabdie tofurnish rst name and 


patronymic for SERGZYEV. GOLITSYN referred to (inu) ZENXON zs 


‘ being from the American Department, SCD. 
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i : It is considered that there is no doubt that the (Inu) ZENKIN ; 
: F ) a referred to by GOLITSYN is the individual of the same last name : i 
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group. NOSONKO nas acvised ttt ZENIIN traveled abroad in connection : 


wits activities of the Second Seciion, Sur that ne hac no specizic knowleds 
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'. regarding the activities of ZENXIN oa these trips. NOSENKO has iur- 
sibed some cragmentary information whica he'learnec in regard to 
ZENKIN ane when the full name of SERGEY=EV (ZENKIN) to «ther with 
his photograpa is obtained, ‘this fragmentary information zrom NCSENKO 

may prove quite useiul, oc 

As regards the KOSOLAPOV {GARLAND natier and the opinion 
expresses oy GOLITSYN backed on the rezusal of ZENAIN to discuss the 
L | 
case GakPaxd} that it must have resuited in a successiul recruitment, 

‘there Sistas to be an inadequate basis for this presumption. Accorcing 

to NOSENKO, anc there is no reason to disbelieve NOSZENXAO on this 


point, ZENKIN was in the Second Section, not the First Section, in 


- 1960 - 1961, He was not Chief of the Section, but only a Senior Case 
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HXOSOLAPOV] as passengers. [ean B85 When interviewed in 1962 
oo : following the lead rom COLITSYN, éeried having met any Soviet with 


_ the physical description of KOSOLASOV on the Helsinai-to-Moscow 
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* this operational activity of KOSOLADPOV is another apzarent instance, : 
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succesbiully accompiisied this, bul Cue to ceriain problems in KGB-UB E 
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.KOSOLAPOV being invoivee personally in this part of the[MoaoN=} O6 . Wek oN 


case, oe am 


NOSENKO has stated that KOSOLAPOV met the Polish female : 


-sagent and'made the arrangements to place ner on the train to Warsaw, 
Fie ana TALRS eenarted Moscow on 12 November 1960, itis not 
ee ‘mown when KOSOLAPOV leit Moscow for Helsinki, but he was on tae : ae : 


16 November 1960 train manifest as Geparting Helsinki for Moscow. 


NOSENKO departed Moscow on 15 November 1960 fox Cuoa, Tre ; co, E 
activities described by NOSENKO are therefore possibie within the f 


known time frame, 


; - ’ It is clear that NOSENKO in 1962 exaggerated his persozal role : ; 4 
mm wdicee : oe ag 
; in the MORONE|case, particularly when he stated that he, NOSENKO, 


bees .placed the female agent on the train, NOSENKO now clearly states that ee ce eee 
GOO97 | 


Te emo me weil STAIR COR! In 


‘ Pe ee eT et err 
ee Ou eNteatte Beer 


x 


2 
& 
2 


3 


LICE a OR 
RSRUOTEE ATE REST taty 

ROSUVUON SSRN NAO 
SELASSIE RNTOATNOAT tS 
SAR agagh tare SN SRPNSRLTS SGN MAUR RERMA ESD RUE 


14-00000 


ro 


KOSOLAPOY was ine only NOG oflicer in contact with the Polish a 
NOSENKO previously statece that a NGG technician wnro was on the train 
“~ 5 


from Moscow to Warsaw repostea back to NOSENKO the Cay after the 


train arrivec in Warsaw, Later NOSINNO said that instead of talkiny 


4 
to the technician personaly, he may have reac the report of the technician 


after he returned frora Cuba. 


.The activities Cescrisec py NCSITNXO with re 


gare to this matter 
3 


“3 ‘are accordingsy possible within the known time irame. It is not con- 


sidered that the retractions NGS ENKO has made from his original 


-~. . .statements on this operation are oi sufi 


‘discredit him. 


L Page 198-of the previous summary contains the statement that 
| MORONE| when interviewed, denied having been intimate with Svetlana 
IVANOVA, a KGB agent employed at tne American House. NOSZNKO 
had stated that IVANOVA wis instructed to report everythin 
or heard concerning] MORONE (page 194). The summary, nowever, 
d ‘ ' cited a number of reports that[MORONE\nad deen intimate with IVANOVA 
and with Ella UMANETS, also a KGB agent employes at tre American 


House, and commented that NOSENKO therefore was apparently unaware 


_ ‘of the sexual involvement ov Org with "IVANOVA's friends." 
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S la ie . : ay Ve nsidras Cease: ae ee eee as = * wa ey oe 
NOSENAO, Curing cusses wlerviews, has indicated awarencss 
of at least some invoivement of LVANOVA with OR 


SS ganee ett 
OCselatien a 


nisned information on a ceveloning co: ges 2: 
Oo 6 
[GARCIA (Anthony A. GaRcuh b&oeN On Lhe invoivemen: oi]GAR cz] 
with IVANOVA, He hes also siaied that the possibility was considerceé 
Ob 

of using IVANOVA ageinst] MORONE fo obicin compromising psotograpns. 
This pian was seriously affected when it wis learned ivom the 
militiaman/KGB guareé at the United States Imibassy that IVANOVA, 

her girl friexd, MOXCN Sand a Mavine guzrd, possibly GARCIZAL vad 
been "in the city," then returned to the "slat"! of one of the Marines 


where the girls spent the night. This apparently placed the reliability 


of IVANOVA in question in the eyes of the First Section, 


CECCHI, Italian coox at the American Embassy and agent of KOSOLAPOV, 


reported on Americans at the Embassy, but NOSENKO recalled nothing 
> 


06 
specific that CECCHI had reported abou{ MORONE} She surunary als 


° 


0 
states that{MORONE Was said by other American Embassy employees 
RT hoe ea re 
to be a close friend of CECCHi and that MOROND\nad acmitted biack 
market money exchanges with CeCCHi, 
During current interviews, NOSENKO has statec that CECCHI 


OG 


furnished "pieces" of information concerning] MOCRONZ=) but he, NOSENXO, 
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NGOSENAO has iio iuciciied thai ie ACS sometimes suspected, 


fully report everyting of interestio ise KGB. The KGS of course 
was aware that COCCHI was involvec in the black market, Howeves, 
whether he reported to the KGB eve Ee Ne cic and with whom is 
Open tO Questius; Viz, the [Maurice ZW ANG|case below, 


alent 


' The comment was mace in the previous sumimary that NOSENAOS 


Was unaware that {Robe met some Sovict femaies in the spring of 
1961 at the apartment of Sarwat c1SHAZLY, an Sgyptian-national KGS 
agent of the Sixth Department who was aiso reporting on Americans, 
and was intimate with one in this apariment, 


: D4 


A review of oficial records indicates ee report 


poe 
we 


having met some Soviet girls at the apartment of Sarwat, but the 


Gication that he admitted or that anyone cise has reported that .e 


i 


no 
was intimate with any of them. The conciusion of the previous summary 
inthis regard was baged ona misizierpretation. Accord 


there is no reason to believe that any compromise incident took place 
in tre Sarwat apartment, the story os NOSENKO ona this matter is con- 


sidered completely acceptable, 
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A few comments are aporopriate conceraing remayr 


1 


previous summary on pages 199 - 204. Comments were mice there 


concerning/five code clerks, Mavvice ZWANG, Joan TAYLOR, Frank OS 06, O¢ XK Ob ,06 
. ) / / 


ber * Lned mmo ey heat et Sp ese Boo Se me 3 ae 
DAY, Robert DWELLY anc Josesh CAFE =¥, ang although it is not 


sper‘iicaliy stated, the suggestion is apparent that the reporting of : 


NOSENKO on these cases was considered evidence that NOSZNKO was 


perspective: L 
(a) (Maurice ZWANG - ZWANG was identified by 
ENKO as a code clerk who was actively "worked on'! 
duririg 1960 - 1961, The previous summary suggested 
that the ns of NOSENKO regarding XGB activity 
sn BOT inadequate, First, reporting of 
NOSENKO on(Z.W ae ontained no reference to the 
relationship oifEWwasa}witn his maid, whom NOSENKO 


an ne 


in another case has identified as a AGB agent. Althouga 
[2WANG denied sexual relations with his maid, ne did 


admit to some intimacies with her , her apartment, 


During polygraph cxazmination[2VANG} reacted wh when he ' 


4 — . gNGL C4 


14-00000 


Lo 


responced in the negavive tod Cucst.on regaveing sexua 


fe ee me ae ale oe ose aia Satie, Sea 
relations With Gis malic. The coclasse oF NOSENKO to ree 


‘ BT Axa oS! may ST are eps ike Ted eee Stipe Ao, Raa gk IBY a RNs Oa 
POIs G4 tie TC.avONouwsy Can VO Bsrssed 60 Ie 


Dut 4150 Can be piuuSioly explcined by Jauly memory on 
his part or failure on tae part a the Maid to report Ceiasis 
of this relationship to the ACE. 

Second, NOSENWO hac not reported that — 
was invoived in tne currency operations of Pietro CECCHI. 
(A jact that previous summary iniplied Se should have 
known from KGB agent CZ2CCHI.) From the record, now- 


06 


ever, it appears that the cealings of ZWANG\were not 

directiy with CZCCril, but rather tarcugh other Embassy 
einployees, making it plausible < 
unaware of tie invoivem cnt ofzws ANG or , as NOSENKO 


himseli stated he suspectec, CECCHI did not report all 


Getails of his currency operations to his ACB handjer. 
O06 P 
{o) [John ZAYLOR|- oe cKO i apie 
) 


asa State Department code clerkjand target of KOSOLAPOV. 


06 


he KGB was aware of the involvemezxz fea LOR|with 
: 06 


his Soviet maid, but no attempt was made to recruit{TAY LOR] 


before his departure in early 1961 since to do so might 


wibR 
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endanger the paans for a recruliment approach rofFemes ; 
STORSBERG| WhO haG Oeen uscer develonment for almost 


a year and was considered more valuable, 


the explanation given by NOSZENKXO was suvject to cuestion 

failed to take into account the fact that aithoug gx|St OXSBERG| H6 

was not approacned until aiter the departure oi[SAyion} WS “ 
l 

the abi ee ee underway besore 

far ae involved with his maid, Further, it is : ~~ 

apparent that the KGB did not abandon interest in|TA rLOR|OS 


since he was approached ata later date outside the USSR : 7 


on the basis aE his previous afiair with his maid 


(c)} = ee b \r 2 _— KO identizied| Frank 


(eos Departmient code c.erk|who was the target of eithe 


KOSOLAPOV or GRYAZNOV. According to NOSENKO, 
nothing "interesting' was learned abo ee anc no oper- 
* 


ational measures weve taken agains say The previous : 
ob 
summary noted that in July 1961 [Day|tzav veiled to the 


eos 


; Caucasus with his friend and{ former overt as employee, 0) 6% Ks ; 


Agricultural Atiache G, Stanley ; sown It was also 


: stated that the two were uncer surveillance by five persons ‘ 


a | 9001203 
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. . - oy - ty mee” wy ee oe Peon 
am their Hotes ToomM wiea wiey Uncxpectec.y returned, and 


4 ia i, “e me cme ew Phe oe emt lee Ma te, is Se 
that on anoines occasion an "Giuractive anc availasic Soviet 


eo 


female" was delicved to Rave been wianicd in their train 
compariment, 
: According to NCSENKO, surveillance and any, other 


local coverage of any employes at the Uniiec States Sucassy 
who travels in the USSR is the responsibility of tue local 
KGB organization, not the SCD. It woulc appear that the 
locai organization was trying to doa thorough job on[ Day | Ob 
i Go. Bc de, Sas 
and[BROWS| ‘but it apparently was nonproductive, it Goes 
not seem justifiabie to expect that NOSENXO should have 
recalled a trip which procuced no resulis. 

(c)| Robert DWELUY|- NOSENKO his related in con-~ 
siderable Getaii the eiiorts of NOSEN wee RYAZNOV a 

60 

KOSOLAPOV to involve|Robert Wee code oh 
Moscow irom April 1959 « July 1960, in 4 homosexuui com- 


promise operation. According to NOSENXO, a homosexual 


agent of GRYAZNOV was of the opinion BW2L4. Twas a 


homosexual, 
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NOSENKO concersing MGL elluzis to Cetermine wren : 
b ‘ 


anc wherd DW SLLY[ was goiag "into the city" (viescow) 


56 that & homosexual Compromise situation could be 


arvanged, There were no speciiic Cevelosmenis irom 
their eiioxvis, according to NOSINXS. 


sexual; NOSENKO has not said ne was, but oxy that the 


homosexual agent of GRYAZNOV assessed DWELLY| as 
2 ge 
ae & homosexual. There coes net appear to be any reason 


to consicer the statements oz NOSITNKO ano DWELLY| Ob 


asa refiectin 
(e)| Joseph CAFFEY\- xc las identified 
\ Joseph GAFFEY|as 2 ode The previous summary 


noted that NOSZNKXO had siated the KGB had tried to lur 


adversely on NCSZNXO. 


~~ 
o 


ry 


[GAFFEY into downtown Moscow, using Svetlana IVANOVA, 


a 3 a 
an agent of DEMAIN in the Amezican House. 
hee way of commest, the previous suramary stated 
‘nad aes Ylarzived in Moscow in September 1961 an 


that| Fred KADERA|had reposted ts thai GAFFEY had told him 


= he had been ixtimate with a Russiaa girlat the Ameigypec5 


a 
wu 


wth tee — —— ae os % ce - = . . 3 
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NCs65 ang Guring interview sad wcuitiee oting intimate 
with IVANOVA at the American House and at ser apart- 


ment and that she hac cluime 
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As to whether ine a 
guestion concerning NOSZNKO, the ietlowing sacters 
should be considered 

(1) NOSENKO has stated that curing the 

latter part of December 1961 he was paxt tire 

in the First Department anc part time in the 

Seventh Department, and that.-he reported full 

time to the Seventh Department after New 

Years Day 1902. 

(2) In addition to the information previously 
mentioned as furnished by|GAFFey curing inter- 
. 

view, GaF PPRaise stated that he was first: 
intimate with IVANOVA in his room on 27 December 

1961 and was also intimate with her later on three 

0) 
occasions at her apartment. According tolGa ose 


; oy IVANOVA told him of. her pregnancy about 1 May 
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? [A on a ee ee ee f moe oe Pe Oey 
2902, Which is Eppsoximiutcly four months after 


NOSENAO Heo Staied Ae wransierved to the Seventh 


e 


Deparunent, 


The matter of review by NCSZNKO of OTU seporits izom s.icro- 


ere =) 


paone coverage on tre United Siztes embassy has previously been 


; 


mentioned in this summary. Pases 225 - 235 of the previous suramary 
contained a detailec account o 
oi microphones, countermeasures taken by the Americans in 1964, and 


Gamage estimates prepared by the Americans, The previous conclusion 


. 


was that his information did not sustain nis claim to have been Deputy 
Chief, First Section, or his claim that he personally reviewed the KGB 


microphone monitoring reports. Comments have been mace in this 


summary in regard to this previous conclusion, 
° 


: 


. A few remarks, itis beiicved, will assist in a fuller understar7i-~ 
of the micropsone matter. In the materiai brougat out by NOSENKO u.. 
1964, there was a single sheet oz paper containing on one side hand- 
written notes which NOSENKO identified as a list of the active microe- - 
phones (those which were being znonitored) in tie United States Embassy. 
This list is given on page 227 of the previous summary and need not be 


. repeated here. The acquisition of this list by NOSENKO was character- 


a, ized in the previous suramary as singular and it was stated that NOSENXO 
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KOVSHUK, Vladimir I. PETROV, ané NOSENKO, the purpose 
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has never plausioiy expiaincd ine circursstances waick 
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x ane tee Gaeed’ qitety NASM NS _ oy ee ee 
ly Breacer Gerei. Wiatan NOSONAO than hac Seen 


Gone Delore, Fis explanailon, both of tne cizcumsiences which led to 


nis acGuiring the list as well as of his stili having i: in ni 


judgmens: of the previous summary. 
NOSENKO has stated that i... 5% 


Chiez of the Second Section, First Department, ces 


for use against targets os his section, NOSENKO uses the term "point" 


not as meaning just a micropaone, but as referring to an OFU sub-unit 


which includes microphones as well as the necessary monitors 
trans.ators to cover the microphone and translate the "take," 7 


targets of PETROV were primarily Americans anc, therefore, tnere 


was a transcription-translation probiem. 


According to NOSENKO, most oi the available "points" were 


assigned to the First Section to cover microphones in the.Unt 


+ 


Embassy. The Chief of the First Department, Viadimir A. X 


held a meeting attended by KLYPIN, Chief of the First Section Viadislav 


oi which 
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WES tO CisCuSS the poSe.g.liy OF Lem porary ciscontingl: 


W fesolt ne rr ts CT twee aet ” - z < 
Embassy "points! controled sy ine First Section, and permitting 


aba! iy eee es i a Sl oe ee Pa A ee ee Bee aE ee Shae ek 
PETROV to use these Puss 25ainss lATZcts Of B15 SETison, 


According t6@ NOSENKG, PATROV Grought to the meeting a Uist 
Or Names Of Ceriain targets to Walch he wished to give tecanical cover- ¢ 


pparenily t00k a piece of paper 
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which PETROV hac end wrote on it a list of active microphones in the 
United States Embassy and resicences, When the meeting enced, 
NOSENKO had this paper anc he took it back to his office, 
Contained on the reverse side oc Sie paper were tne following 


6, b& fa OL 


names in Russian: [LUBIN, ey Oes| Fao BURTIN| (anc[Sipe BURTI} i 


' af 
The name A, A, MIXHAYLOV was listed next to the name of LUBIN| 0b 
and the name of Y. E, CHERNZITSEV was iistedé next to the name of 


~ Ob $ 
SMITH] NOSENKXO has exviained thai] LUBIN, SMITH, Will BURTIN 06, 06, Db 


and|Sipe BU TiN|were among the targets of Eee RONG azcé MIKHAYLOV 
and CHERNETSEV were ofiicers of the Secoxud Section. 
NOSENKO stated he imew nothing more about the four non-Sovie 
;@ 
names except that they were targets of TROV, NOSZNKO siatec tsat 
he could not be positive of the cate of the meeting other than that it 


occurred while KLYPIN was Chiei of the First Deparimenx:. (Accorce:ng 


to NOSENKO, KLYPIN was succeeded by Sergey M. FH2DOSEYEV as 
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we ce et terse eet Ane Lo: 
LUBIN @.G tal Wale GUAT IN anc 
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wiral Sipe being the Wile of WiLL GUAT | fees 12788 ATE ATEeTican 


o 


has 6tild not Seen icentiziec. 
In view of tne above, it nas Geen aossisie to Ce€uce the Gate 
called by XLYPIN as, circa June 2961. 


oO: the meeting 


AccorGing to NOSENAO, the niece of paper Gescrized above 
was placeG by NCSENAO wits otser notes ne Kept Detween the pages. 


oz a bound volume which NOSENXO cails a "working copy." This, 


according ta NCSENXO, wis an accountable, registered notebook 


issued to all ofiicers in whican they were supzosec to write 411 their a 
notes, Cestroying any otaer notes. ; - 


According to NOSENKO, he, like many other officers, cid not 
compietely follow regulations anc the tencency was to frequently put 
loose notes in the notebook so that the noteboox osten actec as a Jile 
rather than being used inthe way requiree by regulations. NOSENKO 
kas stated that when ke leit the First Section he took various notes 
with him to the Sevezth Departmect; these included notes he had drafted ‘ 


Dat tae 


- concerning certain First Section activities jor use in briefing FEDOCSIEY= 
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whee SEDOSLYEV succecded ALY PIN, and noies ce had prepared Jor 

sectares to ine Seventy Disecturaic, Accoreing to NOSENAO, he cid 

HOt intentionally take the pariiculay paver pertaining to microphones; . : 
it was just in BrOup GO. HOLES he i6GK Along Wlen he went to the Seventh me 
Department, : ? 
‘In consideration of the above expanation oy NOSANAC, it si:culd , | 

be noted that Se a1s0 brought With fim 1.1964 Bis notes for tae ovieling 


of FEDOSEY=V ax.c certain notes he... sly Bad dloo preparedé while 
in the First Section; e.7., his wotes i... scture to the Seventh 
Directorate in regazd toa "mass surve..conce!’ on the American 
Embassy. 

By including a section (pages 236 - 235} on tne mowiledge of oe : 
NOSENKO of the KGS cryptologic attack on Uniteé States Embassy : ‘ 
communications, the previous summary implies that there is some 
reason to question nis informaiion on this sub 

NOSENKO has asserted that tne KGB hac never succeeded in 
reaGing enciphered communications of the Service Attaches; however, 
he said that the Eighth Directorate (the unit of the KGB responsible for 
communications intercept and cryztologic analysis) was reading some 
United States Embassy traffic. While it is open to iedtien to what 
extent knowledge of successes ot the Eighth Directorate would be known — 
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scope prausioly avaliias.c to NOSENAO ia iis claimed position, there 
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the excention of ABIDIAN, NOSENKO cocs not claim to have ween the 


Se case Ciiices tox any of tne Listed CiA ofvicers. According 


- are 


to his claim, NCSENKO siiould have been aware tuat William N. MORZELU 


ct 


was CIA, but he has never identified MOXZELULas CrA. S 


wnew MORELL was CIA but why NOSENXO is not aware MORZELL wes 


rely AOVSZUz ie 


CIA is not known, It has already been estadii 
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NOSENKO, as Deputy Chief, was not aware of all of the activities of 
KOVSHUK, 

As regards some oi the other listed incividuais, a-iew remarks 
are appropsiate, 

(a) NOSENKO has never indicated any knowilecge 

Paul GARBLER was CIA, and yes GARBLER was surely 

known to the FCD as a CIA empioyee before going to 

Moscow. It is presumed that tne FCD furnishec the SCD 

at least basic information that Paul GARBLER was 


5 poe “American Intelligence." GARBLER, however, did not 
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arrive in Moscow until November 1562, only a monta 


peiore NOSENKO leit the Firs: Section for the Seventh 


(5) The previous summary stated that accordin 


? 
08 
it was also statec shat PLARONEY reposted the presence 
Oz intensive KGB surveillance while in Moscow irom 


October 1960 to September 1961, The "intensive AGB 


surveillance" is based on statements oi [MAHONEY and 


may possibiy be more a reflection of his personal concern 
over surveillance rather than what was actually happening. 
E sae ane 
(c) [Steve WASHENKOlwas correctly identisied by 
NOSENKO as CIA. William HORBALY was CIA anc 


: 4 


ideniiiiea py NOSENKO as suspectec of being a CiA officer 
or coopiee, | : 
(6) Lewis BOWDEN, who was not CIA, was, according 
to NOSENKO, suspected oz being a CIA officer. 
George Payne WINTERS, Jr., has stated that 


KOVSHUK warned WINTERS that BOWDEN was the "¥BI 


officer" in the Embassy. The Cherepanov Papers indicate 
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that the KGB had rescone to consider the activitles of 


BOWDEN with suspicion. ; 


It ie not balleved that the Hated fatlures of NOSENKO to identify 
CIA officers are of particular significance tn establiching that he was 
ov wae not Deputy Chisf of the First Section. There are too many un- 
kaown factors whiich would need to be considered. Despite our ascsump- 
tlons as to what the KGS knows, it {s possible that (8) the KGB did not si 
know of the CIA aifilation of these people, (b) the information known 
te the KGB was not available at the Firat Section, First Department, 
level, of (c) information available to the Chief of the First Section or 
to a specific case officer waa of no offictal concern to NOSENKO and . 
was not made svailable to him. The last of these possibilities is 
suggested in spite of claims by NOSINKO that he had to have known 
whatover was known in the Section regarding CIA identifications; a 
propensity on the part of NOSENKO to exeggerate the area of his own 
hnowledgeability hso been ceen eleewhare in this cage. 
Pages 252 - 258 of the previous summary contala a report of 
the 1960 trip of NOSENKO to Cuba and bis 1961 trip to Bulgaria. With 
regard to the Cuba trip, there is collsteral evidence of ‘his traval as 
deseribod by NOSENKO, and there is no substantive reason to doubt 


his account of his activitica on this trip. The statement was made ia 
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the previous summary that the vravei of NOSENOG to Cuba in 2960 


code clerks at the time, To accept vne valiaity of this judgment is to 
say that no supervisor in the SCD would be permities to make a trip 
abroad unrelated to his supervisory. function, a judgment for which 
there is no supporting evidence, 

As Beas vds the trip of NOSENKOG io Bulgaria in 1901, dor which 
there is no collateral infiorraation, the previous summary conclucea 
that his account of the trip was untrue anc argued that such a trip to 


2 4% : 


Bulgaria, iti take place, ata time when ne claimed the operation 


it did 
againss STORS3B ERG|was reaching a climax and his subordinates were 


“apparentiy planning to explois[KEYSERS} newly -discovered vulnerability, " 


it would indicate that the presence of NOSENKO in Moscow was Cis- 
pensable. There was, however, no splenic that NOSENKO Gid not 
travel to Buigaria and oniy highly speculative reasoning as to why nis 
account of the purpose of the trip was untrue, | 

As to th STORSSERG base, while it cannot at present be proved 


Nx 


that the recruitment pitch took place before NOSEN XO leit for Bulgaria, 
it can be stated, on the basis of reporting {vom MORON, that it nad to 
have taken place before the time NOSENKO returned from Bulgaria. 


Since no serious question has ever been raised concerning THs e sf epee 
: “& 
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at NOSENKO was Comparatively free io go to Bulgaria because this 
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sc is clear.that the apsrcaack to 
returned i vom Bulgaria, and furthermore that the XGB nrobably cic 
not become aware ifat cleave a homosexual, and thereiore 
potentially vulnerable, until just before txe pitch was mace, 

In short, there is no reason to believe that the accounts by 


or that if they are true they necessarily retiect on his claim to having 


been supervisor of coce clerk operations. 


of NOSNKO in Moscow ai the wine this pilch was mace, it would appear 


NOSENKXO oi his trips to Cuba and to Bulgaria are rot essentially true, 
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F, NOSENKO's claims, that in 1962 he was Chief of the 


American-British Commonweaith Section and was thereafter a 


Deputy Chief of the Seventh Department, are not credible. (Previous 


conclusion) 


The conclusion of this summary is that NOSENKO was Chief 
of the American-British Commonwealth Section (First Section) from 


January 1962 to July 1962 and that he was.a Deputy Chief of the Seventh 


- Department thereafter. | 


. NOSENKO has. stated that, although he was offered the position 
of a Deputy Chief of the First Department, SCD, by Oleg M. CRIBANOV, 
Chief, SCD, and although an order kad been prepared and was in the 
Personnel Directorate, he declined the proffered position. 
According to NOSENKO, he knew that Sergey Mikhaylovich 
FEDOSEYEV, the Chief of the First Department, did not want NOSENKO 
as a Deputy Chief, but instead wanted to promote Vladislav KOVSHUK, 


then Chief of the First Section, to the position. FEDOSEYEV was 
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willing to promote NOSENKO to the position of Chief, First Section. 
However, GRIBANOV cid not wish to promote KOVSHUX and NOSENKO 
considered that under the circumstances it would be better for him to : 
return to tne Seventh Department rather than to become a Deputy to 
FEDOSEYEV who wanted KOVSriUKas a Deputy, 
Viadimir Dmitriyevich CHELNOKOV had offered NOSENKO the 
position of Chief:of the First Section, Seventh Department, pending the 
reassignment of BALDIN to Germany at which time NOSENKO would 
become a Deputy Chief, Seventh Department, replacing BALDIN. The 


above explanation of NOSENKO seems plausible and credible and indi- 


gates that GRIBANOV, the Chief of the SCD, for reasons best known 16 aide 
GRIBANOV, was assisting NOSENKO in his career in the KGB. 

This section actually covers two periods in the claim ed career 
of NOSENKO; namely, January - July 1962 as Chief of the First Section, 
and July 1962 - January 1964 as a Deputy Chief of the Seventh Depart- 
ment, Since NOSENKO as in Geneva, Switzerland, from March to 
June 1962, he actually cannot be seriously faulted for not having de-~ 
tailed iiowtedwe of the activities of the First Section during January - 


July 1962, The previous summary (pages 268 - 291) contains remarks 


in regard to the January - July 1962 period, including the period of 


‘ '. March - June 1962 when he was in Geneva. Four specific tourist cases : p, FIR 3 
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are discusseé in the previous summary: the cases of Wallace Everett OG 06 Ob Ob 
JOHNSON, William Carroll JONES, Natalie BIENSTOCK, and Horst 

BRAUNS| Avsavent conflicts between information from NOSENKO and 

information derived from subsequent interviews with these individuals 

were cited as evidence impugning NOSENKO, It is not believed that the 

previous comments concerning these cases constitute any substantial 


evidence that NOSENKO Gide not hold the claimed position of Chief oi the ‘ : 


est 


1 


First Section, Seventh Department, suring January - July 1962. That 
there were KGB operations against[ JOHNSON, JONES, ‘BIENSTOCK and 06, 06, 06 , 66 
BRAUNS }has been confirmed through interviews by the FBI of all four 
individuals. . 
A few additional remarks in regard to the shove four cases are 
warranted, not because it is considered that there are any substantial 
discrepancies between wnat NOSENKO has said and what each individual 
stated when interviewed, but because they may provide additional clari- 


DG 


In the| Wallace Everett JOHNSON]case, it was previously noted- 


fication, 


that\ JOHNSON prrived in Moscow on 31 December 1961 and that the KGB 
operation against him occurred on 5 January 1962, The summary sug- 
gested that the short lapse of time indicated that the homosexual tend~ 
{ encies off FOHRSON were known to the KGB prior to his evieat, contrary 
to the statements of NESED ES NOSENKO during euro gews - 
re 3 ; a i , 2 a 
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has stated that the KGB learnecé of the homosexual tendencies of JOHNSON] 
"by chance" soon after his arrival, "SHMELEV" and "GRIGORIY," two 


homosexual agents of NOSENZO, were at the time operating out of a room 


O6 


Ob = | - 
at the Metropol Hotei where)JOHNSON| stayed. They met(3CiiNSOX there 


and reported his apparent homosexuai tendencies, 


d4 
In regard to tne[ William Carroll JONES |case, NOSENKO curing 


current interviews has furnished additional information on the XGB operation . 


a 
againsd JONES including the woman iudmila BUGAYEVA who was recruited: 


-Ob 


as an agent to work against{JONES|and was used in another case. The other 


details furnished by NOSENKO concerning enefFOREScase are ssmpaiibrs i 
with his claim to having been Chief oi the First Section, Seventh Department\ 
In regard to the| Natalie ae ceaeen case, NOSENKO did not claim 
to have been the responsible case officer but was abie to provide enough 
specific information concerning the case to bring about a confession when 
she was interviewed by the FBI, That he did not know all the cetails con- 
cerning mBrexstBcR pase cou:d be explained by his claim to have been 
Chief of Section and not the ae oiiicer directly invoived with the case, 
In regard to th Pig oan case, in the previous summary 
the criticism was levied that NOSENKO did not know wayBRACHS pied 
the USSR and was not able to identify any Soviet citizens whom|BRAUNS | 


met in the USSR. It was also stated that NOSENKO had explained that 
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the Seventh Department was not concerned wita ioreigners visiting 
relatives in the USSR nor with Soviet expatriates. NOSENKO, accord- 
oe ae | £5.06, | 
ing to the previous summary, was aware that] BRA NSWwas a former 
Soviet citizen and the summary stated that his plan to visit relatives 
was information available to the KGB through his visa application, 
In regard to the statement that the Seventh Department was not 
concerned with foreigners visiting relatives in the USSR nor with Soviet 
~ expatriates, this is not in agreement with current information from 
NOSENKO,* Cases of "true" tourists, which were normally the respon- 
; sibility of the Seventh Department, could become the responsibility, of 
another desavinient or KGB component where Soviet relatives were 
involved. However, if the case was not taken over or assigned by higher 
authority to another department or component, it was and remained the 
responsibility of the Seventh Department, The fact mnafRACSlwas a : 
former Soviet citizen could very well have mnade[BACARSS| of taeeenet to 


the Second Section, First Department, or a direction in the Service of 


ov 


. the ScD, However, in the absence of an actual reassignment by higher 
authority, the case. would remain the responsibility of the Seventh Departe 
ment sine BRAUNS was Heties the Soviet Union on a tourist visa. The 
previous summary also indicated tha BRAUNS listed on mi isa appli- 


cation that he planned to visit relatives in Leningrad. [BRAUNS}nad a : : of 


Se * By 1962 there had been a large reorganization in the SCD and in the : ; ee 


ra) an | 
Seventh Department. The situation was not the same GNU RS¢. : ; nf 
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relative or relatives in Leningrad. Although}BRAUNS, when interviewed by 
the FBI, mentioned a number oi items oi which the KGB was aware concern- 
ing his background and occupation Irom his visa application, there is no 
specific reference in these interviews indicating his statement of purpose 

in visiting oe USSR. 

Pages 282 - 286 of the previous eunamnaky revicws remarks by 
NOSENKO on the Boris BELITSKIY case and states that nis claimed role 
in the case was not plausible, There are several s;ccific points made in 
the summary which imply that NOSENKO was lying about his paowieareot 
the case, Taere is adequate reason to believe that NOSENKO exaggerated 
his own 1962 role in that NOSENKO now states he was to give assistance 
to Vladimir Lvovich ARTEMOV in the handling of BELITSKIY in Geneve 
in 1962 and rot to supervise ARTEMOV. 

The more important aspect and the primary one is the Sitlevenee in, 
what NOSENKO specifically reported about the BELITSKIY case and infor~ 
mation from the actual CIA record of the case. There are major difier- 
ences and without going into all the details of the case which is very involved, 
an effort has been made toward determining whether these apparent differ- 
ences Seeeabaciy indicate that NOSENKO was or is lying or whether there. 
is a possibility he is relating the actual KGB version of the case. | 


NOS=NKO has stated that BELITSKIY was a KGB agent whom 


“+ American Intelligence recruited in London in 1960 or 1961 and that the 
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KGB purpose in running the operation was to lure American Intelligence 
into meeting BELITSKIY inside the USSR. The previous summary ‘stated 
that NOSENXO did not know when the BELITSXI. operation started . 
(Brussels, Belgium, 1958), did not know the nature of the British 
involvement, cid n:t know the operational details and contact arrange- 
ments BELITSKIY had with CIA, and did net know BELITSKIY's pattern 
of activity in Moscow or Geneva. 

NOSENKO during current interviews has indicatéd an awareness 
that the KGB (Second Section, First Department) had been trying to use 
BELITSKIY against the British. However, he still has dated the recruit- 
ment of BELITSKIY as 1960-1961 in Loadon and still states that the 
primary purpose of the KGB was to involve American Intelligence in 
contacts with BELITSKIY within the USSR, The latter was considered 
Beiabietoly inconsistent with the fact that BELITSKIY was recruited in 
Brussels, Belgium, in 1958; that three letters had been mailed to 
BELITSKIY in the USSR in 1959 and early 1960; and that BELITSKIY 
had an accommodation address for contact outside the USSR. 

‘ : There are at this time sufficient unresolved questions in the 
BELITSKIY case to preclude any conclusion that the apparent dis=- 
crepancies between the statements by NOSENKO on the BELITSKIY 


| 
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case and the actual record are a reflection against NOSENKO a " 
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the other hand, there is some reason to believe NOSENKO has 
furnished the actual KGB version of the BELITSKIY case and that the 
xXGB, at least as of 1962, did not xnow the true story of the relation- 
ship of BeLitSKiy with CIA, There is a distinct possibility the 
KGB believed the BELITSKIY recruitment occurred in 1961 in London 


and BELITSKIY did not then nor has he since admitted to the KGB 


uis association with CIA actually started in 1958 in Brussels, Belgium. 


As a possible reason why BELITSKIY would have told the KGB in 
1961 a partial story of his contact with American Intelligence, some: 
at present unknown event may have occurred in 1961 which caused 
BELITSKIY to believe his security was endangered and as a result , 
he told the KGB of certain events in London in 1961, relating these 
events as being the original approach to BELITSKIY by CIA. 
| The following are certain of the points which suggest the KGB 
actually considered that BELITSKIY was recruited by CIA in London 
in 196] and that BELITSKIY may have never told the KGB of the 
developments in his case priox to 196i: 
(a) BELITSKIY was in London in April 1960 at which 
time he was in contact with a British citizen who was also" 


reporting to MI-5. This individual reported information 


received from BELITSKIY which may have been a lead to 


| 6001225 


SECRET 


Ce aes Sie tee ee 


‘ 
a, 


14-00000 


George BLAKE, (It seems highly unsikely the KGB would 

ever have directed BELITSKIY to furnish information which 

may have been a lead to George BLAKE, or at least could 

have caused the employees of the unit in which BLAKE was 

employed ixém June 1959 to August 1960 to come under . 

suspicion as having passed information to Soviet Intelligence. ) 
(b) NOSENKO has stated that BELITSKIY, aiter he went 

to Geneva in 1962, managed to reinitiate contact with CIA 

rather quickly because he met a girl he had pr eviously known 

whom he was sure was af American Intelligence agent and 

that she must have reported his presence in Geneva to American 

Intelligence. (li the BELITSKIY case had been controlled ee the 

KGB from its inception in 1958, the KGB would have known of 

the internal mailings to BELITSKIY and the fact that BELITSKIY 

had a cover address outside the Soviet Union through which to 

initiate contact. However, if BELITSKIY did not tell the KGB 

anything about his contacts with CIA prior to 1961 and-then 

gave only a partial story oi what happened in London in 1961, 

BELITSKIY would not have told the KGB of the interna mail« 

ings to BELITSKIY in the USSR or the fact that he long had 


: a cover address outside the USSR. BELITSKIY therefore 
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The above concitions are quite explainable if 
BELITSAILY had not been under KG3 coxntrol betwees 1958 
and 1961 and in 1961 gave the KGB oxiy a partial story of 


the 1961 events in Loncon. é 
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As previously indicated, the conclusion is there are a sufficient 
number of unresoived questions in the BELITSKIY case so that discrep- 
ancies between information f..om NOSENKO and the actual record in the 
BELITSKIY case cannot at present be considered as a reflection against 
NOSENKO, and there is a distinct possibility the KGB actually did not 
know the true facts of the BELITSXKIY case, 

The previous summary noied on page 106 that Nataliya SHULGINA 
was an Intourist interpreter recruited by NOSENKO in 1955, It also 


noted that NOSENKO had stated Boris BELITSKIY "reported to the KGB 


..that CIA had warned BELITSKIY against SHULGINA," The previous 


summary stated BELITSKIY reported to CIA that SHULGINA was a KGB 
agent and "CIA did not warn BELITSKIY," 

There appears to be no doubt at this time that the statement by 
NOSENKO that BELITSKIY reported the ''CIA had warned BELITSKIY 
against SHULGINA," is a reasonably accurate description of what actualy 
happened in May 1962 during Agency contacts with BELITSXKIY in Geneva, 
The record reflects that BELITSKIY stated SHULGINA had confidentially 
told him of her status as a KGB agent, stating she had been doubled by 
the KGB after having been forcibly recruited by American iiteltigence 
whik previously in Paris, pescee 
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It was determined there was no collateral information which 

would indicate that the statement by SHULGINA had any factual basis 

and BELITSKIY was warned SHULGINA may have been acting on behaif 
of- the KGB in stating to BELITSKIY she had been "Jorcibly recruited by 
American Intelligence" ata previous date. It was also suggested to 
BELITSXIY that he should go to the KGB as a loyal Soviet citizen and 
report the apparent indiscretion of SHULGi™A, | 

Pages 282 - 286 of the previous summary, in connection with 

the BELITSKIY case, made reference to Vladimir Lvovich ARTEMOV. 

It was stated that ARTEMOV had been involved with a series of America:. 
tourist agents in the Sovict Union and although NOSENKO was allegedly 
familiar with ARTEMOV, he was unaware of the involvement of ARTEMOV 
with American tourist agents in 1958 - 1959, The summary noted this 
was during a period when NOSENKO claimed to have been Deputy Chier 

of the American-British Commonwealth Section of the Seventh Depart- 
ment, Although not specifically stated, the above suggested ARTEMOV 
was actually in the Seventh Department in 1958 ~ 1959 and that NOSENKO 
was not even aware ARTEMOV was in the Seventh Department. NOSENKO 
has consistently stated that ARTEMOV was assigned to the First Section, 
First Department, from the time he entered into the KGB in approxi- | 


mately 1957. 
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A closer examination of the cases cescribed in the previous 
summary as "CiA American tourist agents," reveals there is no con- 
flict in the involvement of ARTEMOYV in these cases and the statement 
by NOSENKO that ARTEMOV was with the First Section, First Depart- 
ment, As an example, one of the cases is the case of| Edward McGOWAN} O6 
NOSENKO has furnished information concerning this case, stating it was 
originally a Seventh Department case and that after the mailing of a letter g 
by the individual in Minsk, the case was immediately taken over by the 
First Department. There is adequate reason to believe ARTEMOV only 
became involved after the case was transierred to the First Department. 


’ f] 


Another of the cases involved the contact of ARTEMOV with]a CIA 
O¥,24, 14-1 


officer | 


t 


and visited the USSR ona tourist visa. Such an individuai would under 
no circumstances be considered a true tourist or the responsibility of 
the Seventh Depariment, particulariy since apparently the individual was — 
even traveling under a diplomatic passport, it is,assumed the individual 

\ } 
was oi interest to the First Chief Directorate and if the Fiist Chief 
Directorate required or desired support from the SCD, it would normally. 
request the First Department for such assistance and it is extremely un- 


likely that the FCD would request the Seventh Department for assistance 


in a case involving an American diplomat, 
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Pages 332 - 333 of the previous summary contain the basis 
for the previous conclusion that the claim of NOSENKO that he wasa .. 
Deputy Chief of the Seventh Depariment from Juiy 1962 to January 
1963 was not credible. It is considered that a detailed rebuttal is 
not necessary since this conclusion was apparently based on inadequate 
information, During current interviews, NOSENKO has furnished 
details eoacetalae his duties and other aspects of his claimed position - 
which substantiate his claim to Having been a Deputy Chief of the 
Seventh Department from July 1962 to January 1964, 

An example in support of the statement that the previous conclu- 
sion wae based on inadequate information is the matter of the written 
notes which NOSENKO brought out and furnished to CIA in early 196¢.- 
The description of these notes on page 319 of the previous summary is 
inadequate, inaccurate, and misleading. Prior to current interviews, 
an effort had not been made to obtain from NOSENKO a detailed expian= 


ation of his notes or of how he sutaied the information in the notes. 
7 - During current interviews, NOSENKO has given detailed informa- 

tion concerning ail aspects of his notes. This information supports his 

claimed position of Deputy Chief of the Seventh Department and includes 


collateral support to his claim of being Deputy Chief of the First Section, 


2 First. Department, in 1960-1961. — C001234 
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Primarily the notes of NOSENXO can be categorized as 


' 


follows: 
- (a) Snort case summaries by the Chiefs of the 


First Section, Second Section ane Sixth Section, Seventa 


Department, NOSENKO has stated that he was in 1962 - 

1963 responsibie for supervision over these Sections and 

that Filip Denisovich BOBKOV,. Deputy Chiei, SCD, who 
supervised the Seventh Department, requested a iist of all 
recruited agents of the Seventh Department. According to 
NOSENKO, the order from BOBKOV was to only retain the 
files (cases) of agents in tourist firms and that the files of 
other recruited agents should be sent to the FCD or Archives. 
NOSENKO has statec that he in turn levied on the Chiefs of 
the tnree Sections the requirement of BOBKOV, but aiso ex~ 
panded the request to include ail 1900 - 1962 cases, not 
excluding previous cases or cases which had already been 
given to the FCD. The notes of NOSENKO included hand- 
written reports from the Cniei or Acting Chief of each Section 
on recruited agents, with information varying from agent to 
agent and even including some human errors. 


: ; Many of the above cases had previously ‘been trans- 


. 


ferred to the FCD, but the remarks of NOSENKO about thei (4232 
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inclusion ‘support his statement that he had expanded 

the original request from BOBKOV so that he would have’; 

some "pieces of information to give CIA," 

{b) Notes by NOSENKO on other cases which he learned 

of. during the 1962 ~ 1963 period. Certain of the notes were 
7 made from a review of a notebook kept by the Chief, Seventh 
Department, to which NOSENKO had access on at least two 
occasions. Most of his notes were not detailed but weve 
sufficient to refresh the memory of NOSENKO at a later 
date and yet were somewhat innocuous to maintain before 
his defection. 

(c) Notes for lectures to officers of the Seventh Directorate 
prepared while with the First Department, 1960'- 1961, and 
the Seventh Department, 1962 - 1963, 

(dj) Drait Yenort for the briefing of the new Chief, First 
Department, in the latter part of 1961. ' 

(e) One of threc copies of an unregistered report pre- 


pared by the Chief, Seventh Department, and two Deputy Chiefs, 


including NOSENKO. This was a briefing paper for use by the 


Chief (CHELNOKOV) in an appearance before the Collegium 


a re 


of the KGB which was reviewing the activities of the Seventh 
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Department, According to NOSENKO, the prepared 

report was never typed as a forrnal cocurnent, 

The view has been set forth that NOSENKO took undue risk in 
carrying written notes with him out of the Soviet Union, An examination 
of this material suggests -naat NOSENKO was using extrerne care in 
collecting material and was not attempting to obtain documents, the 
possession of which might be ncumieeay or which if he had brought 
out would have Been immediately missed. Instead, he collected a con- 
siderable amount of valuable information which he could bring out with 
little or no fear that a search of his effects in the KGB aiter his depart- 
ure for Geneva would disclose that certain ee tinl was missing. None 
of the material was registered and all could have previously been des- 
troyed by NOSENKO. . 

The previous summary stated that NOSENKO brought three. KGB 
docunente to Geneva. These were typed papers but none was registered ; 7 
or actually accountable. The reference to three documents was to: 

: (a) The draft report for the briefing of the Collegium 
which has been mentioned previously. 
. (b) A typed two-page report on several cases. Actually 


a Chief of Section had typed his notes on cases instead of 


uae submitting in handwriting as the others did. : 
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eM ete, 


(c) A second copy of a summary on a XGB agent. 
NOSENKO stated that there were two copies in the isle 
_kept by the Cn-2f which he reviewed and that ne kept one, 


Of interest is the sact that the copy was not a registered 
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document and did not contain the usual information as to 


PET EMPTY 


number of copies typed. 


kin 


6001235 


SECRET a 


- Cc 

Z 

. 6 

+ Scher engine? 
RIS ORE 


Rnverns 
se SR 
as 
aye 


Pe eee te 


arorss 


14-00000 


: ; i. 
. Be a a ty 
, t ‘ ran} u . 
a a : : 7 Sea 
Hy o = 5; : 
{4 ont — . 
. eal o a“ . nd . 
Ww et . 2 
i be a 4 , ; E & 3 
; i O ‘ : ; : ; : . 


oe 


Ne oe 
NIB 
ae at 
or, 
N 


Cc 


+ 


t 
r 
if 
.¢ 


Ne a 

— 
“ew 
ot 


oO 
belinda 
ebead 


ee ese 


cm 
a 


=-S D 


vi 
er 
¥ 
=, 


Napa 


8 
Te 


N 


SECRET 


p) ‘ ¢ 
oe] eA 7 7 
ie : 
| 7 a = : : 
a! . ~ . 
4 Et . ; 4 
: rr 4 - t ; 
bs] Ph : 


AS NO V. 
CR 


3) = a —_ 
. ia > 
He e fe : 
o 5) 4 . Y 
™ a +] - 3 Po Ae 
3 : , - : o : : - : : 
- O t4 oO. Ss 8 oe Te -2 

Ali © B 3 a — 

Sl ls, - fal. : ; - ee 
a : , a ae 2 i 
: ; . dl 
& i cage of 
ip Se 

: car it 

{ ; | 

* . ‘ ¢ ao 3 

3 be s : “a 

. ee er eee . Se IA Be. Ch, ey Oh toe tote iy Tae it a aes ai aus Gans 


14-00000 


OO Ce atta nti Sh yh Vt 


ashe vee 


G., NOSENKO 75 no vélid claim to certainty that the KGB 


recruited no American Embassy nersonnel between 1953 and his 
pe erry yt A ee 


defection in 1964. (Previous conclusion) 


The conclusion in this summary is that NOSENKO is of the 
opinion that taere were no KGB recruitmenis of United States Embassy 
personnel in Moscow between 1953 and December 1963 with the exception 

of Geet ai (Dayle Wailis SMITH) and fenbext HOWARD] who actually 
was a ran employee but did work part of the time in the Embas SY. 

The question here is whether or not the expressed opinion of 
NOSENKO is sufficiently based on actual knowledge so that this opinion 
can be accepted as absolute evidence that there were no other KGB 
recruitments of Embassy personnel during this period of time. -The 
only loz ical conclusion is that the opinion of NOSENKO cannot be 
accepted as absolute fact and, therefore, ‘there is a possibility that’: 

a recruitment could have occurred and NOSENKO not be aware in any 
way of the recruitment, This should in no way be interpreted as a 
suggestion that NOSENKO could be lying, but rather that an unbiased 
observer without personal knowledge could and should be hesitant to 
accept the expressed opinion of NOSENKO jn this particular area. 

; ‘The actual basis for the stated opinion of > NOSEnEG ‘ps see be 
examined and can be cited as follows. 
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(a) During Marca 1953-late May 1955 NOSENKO 
Was a case oificer in the First Section, First isscanese 
SCD. NOSENKO does not claim that he would kave known 
the detaiis concerning any recruitments (other than 
"ANDREY") in this period, but states if there had been 
he would have heard "something." 

(b) During late May 1955 to December 1959 NOSENKO 
was in the Seventh Department, not the First Department, 
but continued to have contact with certain olficers in the 
First Section, First Department. NOSENKO is of the 
opinion that if there had been a recruitment in the United 
States Embassy during this period he would have heard 
"something" even though he would probably have learned | 
few details. 

(c) During the January 1960-December 1961 period 
NOSENKO was Deputy Chief of the First Section, First 
Department, and he has made the categorical statement 
that there were no Pectutenants by the KGB of United 
States Embassy personnel during this period of time. 

He has also stated that if there had been any recruitments 
during ‘the 1953-1959 period he is sure he would, during 
1960-1961, have heard or learned some details of th¢}(){238 
case or cases. There is merit to this contention by 

| 2 
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eRe a : 


NOSENKO ite the Chief of Section was Vladislav 
KOVSHUK who had been an officer of the First Depart- 
meni since 1953, actually working in the First Section 
except ior the periods of time that he was in the United 
States to reactivate "ANDREY" in 1957-1958 and a _ 
period of time that he was Deputy Chief of the First 
Department. : | 
(ad) During 1962-1963 NOSENKO was again in the 
Seventh Department. However, he dotitaned to maintain 
contact with certain officers of the First Section, First 
Department: in particular, Gennadiy I. GRYAZNOV, 
who succeeded NOSENKO as Deputy Chief of the First 


Section, then became Chief of Section, and in the latter 


me 
’ 


part of 1963 became a Deputy Chief of the First Department. 
According to NOSENKO his relationship with 

GRYAZNOV was sufficiently close during 1962-1963 that 
he is sure GRYAZNOV would have furnished NOSENKO 
some information in regard to any successful recruitments 

. of United States Embassy personnel. NOSENKO pointed 
out that he learned of the existence of the [Herbert SB wand 
case from GRYAZNOV in 1962, although it was not until 


— : 1963 that NOSENKO heard the name. NOSENKO actually 
' ~ 9001239 
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Neatned of the name when the First Section, First 
Department, needed the services of the Seventh 

_ Department (Third Section) in obtaining a room ina 

0b 
certain hotel for the Soviet girl friend of[HOWARD] 

‘In general the above constitutes the Dasis for the stated opinion 
of NOSENKO that "ANDREY" and [Herbert SOWARD]were the only : 
successful KGB recruitments during 1953 - December 1963. It should 
be noted that there are no other identified KGB recruitments during 
this period of time which would specifically refute the opinion of 
NOSENKO. However, in view of the cited actual basis for the opinion 
of NOSENKO, acceptance of the opinion of NOSENKO as being an } 
honest opinion should not be converted into a statement that it is 
absolute proof that another recruitment could not have occurred. 
NOSENKO may bs completely correct in his opinion, but since 
NOSENKO was only in the First Department 1953 - 1955 and 1960 - 1961 
his opinion that he wovld have heard "something" about a recruitment 


in 1955 - 1959 or 1962 + 1963 Sannot be accepted as infallible. 
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ANNEX : 


"3B" covering pages 316 - 435, Limited comments concerzing Annex 


"A," Statements of Soviet Officials About NOSENKO, and Annex "3B," 


‘ 
The previous summary contained an Annex "A" and an Ansex 


Summaries of Cases Not Examined in Text, are attached. In addition, 


: there is an Annex "C" to this summary whica is entitled, "The : | 


Cherepanov Papers," re 


2- 
Attachments: ; 

i Annex A 
Annex B 

Annex C 
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SUMMARIES OF CASES NOT E>.1: 


Pages 399 - 435 of the previous scaumary contain sumscnavies 


i 08 


3 )JAmericans who, accorcing to information [som 


NOSENKO, were oi KGB intevest, were approacked by the KGB, or 
were actually recruited by the AGB, It was stated that these cases 
did not dieasty relate to the specisic KGS positions held at paricuwar 
times by NOSENKO aad thus could not de usedully employed in examining 
his claimed XGB service, The sourcing of these cases has beex expiored 
in detail éuring tae curxent interviews wita NOSENXO, and it is now 
; ‘possible to establish a certain relationszip detween these cases and 
certain claimed positions of NOSENKO ia tae KGB, 


fate 


It is the conclusion of this summary taat any group o:[a9)casee, 


as well as all other cases concerning waica NOSENKXO has furnisaed 
information, must be fully considered, noz necessarily for the importance 
or unimportance of the information, but to determine how NOSENAG 
claimed to have learned of che case and wnether his statements con~ 
cerning each idertified case are supporteé by collateral information. 

“., ‘These factors are important in assessing the overall validity oz inior~ 


a . mation from NOSENKO as well as beixg supporting eviadhie2d4:s 


me ~claimed.positions in the KGB. 
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To comment syecicicaily on Gach of theéd eases wou 
P 
acGitional intoxmaiion ee NOSZNAO in approximately [io Jof whe bs] ir 
cases. Of even move signiiicance is the fact that NOSENHO hao 

logically sourced his inforrsation in ot excest pernazs(Zoer cases, 

The indicated inability of NOSENXO to compilcicly source aif 


the cases is not consicered significant, particuiarly since Gis having 
knowledge of a1] the cases is Guite compatiole with Kis claimed positions 


in the KGB, In addition, criticism of NOSEZNXO sor not seing able to 
source all of his information would be unveasoanadle since it makes 
no allowance for normal lapses of z.emory or failure to recali some- 
thing Which was insignisicant at the time it occurred, 

4 
Without citing in detail any of the[2|eases, the ways in which : 
NOSENKO learned of a number of the cases ave considered importan 
since there is a direct relationship to his claimed positions in the KGS 
during 1960 - January 1964, specizically the position oi Deputy Chiez, 
First Section, First Department, 1960 - 1962; Chief, First Section, 


Seventh Department, January - July 1962; and as Deputy Chief, Seventh 


Department, July 1962 ~ January 1964, Cextain examples of the avove 
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(a) NOSENXO learned of u number of the Seventh 


Devariment cases which had occurred in 1960 - LG61, as 
, 


2 


weil as several 1958 - 1959 cases ivom notes prepared by 


the Chici or Acting Chiei of ihe First Section, Secend 
oO od 


Peg 


Section ai.¢ Sixth Section in 1963, These notes were pre- 


% 


pared at the request of NOSENKO who as a Depuiy Chies, 


| 
i 
i] 
1 
{ 
{ 


Seventh Department, was responsivie for supervision of 
-. these three sections; and the request was actually an ex- 


pansion of the original rccuest rom BOBKOV, Deputy Chief 
of the SCD, for information on recruitments of the Seventh 
Department, NOSENKO brought with him in 1904 the noies 


prepared by the Chiez or Acting Cries of the First Section, 


Second Section and Sixth Section anc his knowisedge of many . 
of the cases which had occurred prior to 1902, particularly 
1960 - 1961, was limited to information contained in the 
notes. From tiese noies, NOSZNKO had prepared his re- 


port to BOBXOV eliminating those which were né&t applicable 


to the request, 
(b) NOSENKO learned of several 1962 - 1963 cases of 


the First Section, First Department, frors Genz nadiy i. 


GRYAZNOV who succeeded NOSENKO as Deputy Chiei, ; : 
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LTSt VE parviwment, Whis iniorrnation was 


with GRYAZNOV anc noi a5 ine result of mutual operarions. 


wea 


Bowever, NOSONMG learned o: certain u. fe cases or 


was furnished additional ceiail 
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from the Sevenia Deniruncnt te the Sirst Section, 


Departmen:, for assistance oF vice versa. 


08 


Cextain of th [49 bases Listed were cases of the S 


t 


vent Devari- 


ment prior to 1960 or in 1962 - 1963 when NCSENKO was in the Sevente 


Department, Certain of the cases were cases in Waich the Firs: Section, 
First Department, was involved prior to 1960 or i960 - i961. The 


knowledge of NOSENKO concerning these Ovo groups of cases Goes not 
materially support his claimec positions in the First Department and 
Seventh Department, but does support his claimed assignment to the 


- 


Seventh Department prior to 1950 and in 1962 ~ 1963, anc His claimed 


assigament to the First Department in 1960 - 1961. 0X 
It is difficuiz to specizicaliy comment concezaing these Es|cases 
since they do not iali into one ox two specific categories. Instead, they 
constitute a rather motley group of cases remaining aster completion of 
the detailed sections of the previous summary. Included are First 
Department and Seventh Department cases covering a period of approxi- 
mately five and one-half years. It should be noted, boRBtPry 2kat the 
4 
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ANNEX C - THE CHIDURMPANOV PAPERS 
. } 
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Pages 309 - 316 of the previous sunuoary conta 


oi the Cherepanov Papers, and how Alexsancdr Nikolayevick CHIRSPANOV 
passed a pacxage of documents to an American tourist in Moscow in early 
November 63. The conclusion, however, was that the asserti ns of 
November 1963. The 3 h the ertions o. 
NOSENKO with respect to the CHERZEPANOV case were not material to 
i ? ENKO that ke was Deputy Chiei, Seventh Department, 
the claim of NOS 52) 
. in Jate 1963, 
ae defini jationship of the Cherepanov Papers to the bona 
The definite relationship P P 
ides NOSENi ra ignored anc must de given specifi mSic~ 
fides of NOSENKO cannot be ignored anc st be given specific consic 
i , 
eration, Ii CHEREPANOV was under KGB control wien he passed the 
papers to the American tourist, or if the papers contain "deception 
information, " the bona fides of NOSENKO are subject to very serious : 


question, 


NOSENKO had personal knowledge of CHEREPANOV who was, 


according to NOSENKO, an oificer in the First Section, First Depaztment, 
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Guring 1940 - mid-196) when he was forced in 


et 
Q 
+ 
C 


KG3, During the above period of time, NOSENIXO claims tw Lave 


. se 


-been Deputy Chief, First Section, wltsough se Coes not claim tw have 


ac a Girect supervisory responsibility over CHEREPANOV excest 


mewee- eon aes 


in the absence of tue Cisiez of Section, Viacisiav KOVSEUK. NOSENKO 


December 1963. 
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Consideration has previousl 


S 
og 


Cherepanov Papers were passeG to Amevicans Sy the KGS carou 
CHERZEPANOV to support che dona fides of NOSZNKO, This cacory 
seems to have iittle credibility since the papers contain mo iniozmation 
whica would even support tae claim of NCSENKO that he was ia the 
First Section, First Department, 1950 - 1961, The papers @iso contain 
no injormation waich would indicate there was even a Deputy Chici of 
the First Section curing 1958,- 1990. 

Statements by NOSZNKO are emphatic that CHEREPANOV was 
not uncer KGB control, that se passed the papers wuich it iaver Cevelopec 

° 

he had taken from tie First Section prior to his retirement because he 
was Gisgruniled with ais treatrnent by the KGB, and that the action by 


CHEREPANOV caused consternation in the KGB. 


There is no coliateral evidence which contradicts any of 


.the.statements by NOSENKO about CHEREPANOYV. Further, there is 
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notsing in either ise form or suosicace of the pavers waich provides 


iY 
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basis for suspicion as to their autmenticity. In accition, the Jozsm 


and substance of ihe papers ave in heeping wita the cescription 


Department 
be EE a ees Cas SORT oss Ven ms fe ae NS oo sa Oy NS ae 
Dusing curren interviews, ino CHINAS PANOWV case nus sesa 


covered in detail wits NOSENKO, The Cherepanov Pavers, wich 


were originally shown to NOSZENAC in 1964 arier Lis éefecition, have 
also been covevec in Cetall on a sepirate item-by-item basis, Almough 


NOSENKO does not claim to have speciiicaily seen any particular item 
prior to 1964, his statements in regard to the various Sandwritings, 
types of notes, and drait memoranca leave no Coubt that NOSENKO 
was very familiar wits personne! in the First Section, Sirst Depart- 
ment, ané with First Department procedures. 


Certain additional researcu n2s been conducted in recara to the 


papers and a detailed analysis will de prepared at 
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should be noted that a considerabie amount of pexsonal Judgmex: cas 
been necessary in maxing an asses sment oz tae Cuereranov Papers 
since there are no exemplars wita which to compare any of the material. 
However, based on information ceveloped thus far, and there is no 
reason to believe additional work will alter the conclusion, there is 


not an adequate basis for.an op:nion taat CHEREPANOV was under KGB 


control, that the Cherepanov Papers contain "deceptive inter ippp ean’ 
As 
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or tnat the papers were oiner thin tae coliection of material vy a 
Gisgruntied employee which he very carveiully selected or zccumwmaceé, 


the removal of which would ony Lave constituted & minimal visk to 


4 : 


if there is any information which coule ve Considered "Cecepiive injor- 
mation" either by cirect statement ox implication. ‘wo possible arees 
have been noted and given iull consiceration, These areas are: 
o 
(a) There is no specitic information that there 
were any recruitments by the KGB of American per- 
sonnel in the United States Dmbassy duving 1958 - 1940, 
nor is these any information suggesting the KGB had an tia oG 
. American source or AMerican agent ia the Embassy 
during that period of time. 
(bj) Petry S. POPOV, a GAU odiicer who bad been 
4 
an extremely valuable Cis source from 1953 on, was, 
according to tne papers, exposed to the KGB in January 
1959 as a result oc a letter mailing by George Payne 
INTERS, ‘< NTE asa empl snGex 
WINTERS, Jr. WINTZAS was a CIA employee unde 
; = x2 ates 
ssigned to the Embassy in 


—— 


Moscow. The letter, which was to POPOV, was obtained bo 

Nev by the KGB aiter mailing vy WINTERS ana was a direct 
result of KGB surveillance of WINTERS. _ ‘ 
a | | 6001253 
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Mn ore ame anges ae ee 


the total papers pre> fed in the First Section durins 1958 - 1960. 


The latk of any inior.sation in these papers which cizecily or indirecuy 
me XGG rmiude a recruitment of an American in the 
Emioass;y or had an Armervican source in the Emuassy Curing tac 2955 - 
1966 period is only a sattuy for comsicevaiion, It is not conclusive 
provi taat a recruiimcnt was not mace or that an American source 
Gic not exist. The papers Co not contain a Positive statement on 


Ia regara to (5), the quite speciiic information in the papers 
that Petr S. POPOV was uncoverce by the KGB 25 a rvesuit or AGB 
surveiliance on George Payne WINTERS, Jr., who ‘mailed a letter to 


POPOV in January 1959, this iniormation should be considered as 


possibly information of a deceptive nature unless an adequate explanation 


can be made for its presence in the papers. POPOV was recalled to 


- 


Moscow irom East Germany ia November 1958 ostensioly fox TDY. 
The eiscuanetances under which Le was recaiied and coliaterai intor 
mation have given adequate grou fox a belier that by November 
1958 POPOV was suspected dy the KGB of cooperating with Western 
Intelligence or that the KGB may even have been sure POPOV had 
been cooperating with United States Intelligence. 

It may be presumed that any lead to 


the XKGB.in regard to 


POPOV or the fact that United States Intelligence, more sPecAaay ip! 
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canter. 
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CiA, had a source 2 e GRU would have come ivom ana 
source of the FCD, KGB, not ine SCD, It can also be presumed that 
a source or agent of the FCD in a zosition to furniso a lead toa ‘ 2 
penetration of the GRU by Western intelligence would be caruiuily 
protected even witain the KGS. The possibility of course exists chat 
a leac izom George BLAKE, an FCDa 
of POPOV to the KGB, but itis not established that it did nor is theve 
any reasor, to believe tne CD could not or Gid not save another a 
or agents who furnisked information to the KGB pertinent to cevelop- 
ment of the case against POPOV. 

‘The primary cqueszion, however, as regards the Cherepanov 
Papers is whether, even ii it is presumed the KGB obtained information ; 
irom an FCD source or agent whica led to ‘suspicion of POPOV or 
identification of POPOV, ‘his woud be incompatible with ‘information 
in the papers and coulé ony lead to tue comciusson thai tae pazexs contain 
"deceptive throrniaion. ue 

The conclusion in regard to the above is that the Zact the papers 


attribute the exposure of POPOV to the KGB to surveillance on WINTERS 


when he. mailed the letter to POPOV in January 1959 is not incompatible 


with the distinct possibility taat the KGB had previously obtained infor- - ; 


mation from an FCD agent or agents which actually led to suspicion in 


regard to POPOV or actual identification of POPOV. 
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information was received from an important PCD agent 
such as George BLAK®S or inrougs another valuavle FCD asent weickh 
led to KGB suspicion of POPOV yriox to his renirn to Moscow in 


November 1958, it is highly unlivel, suca information would reccive 
wice Cistribution within the KGL, cither in the TCD or th2 SCD, is 


is also possible the Mraited grouw within the KCB who would be aware 


at the KGB had reccivea inforraction leading to suspicion of POPOV 


wae tos eT Os RS Soa Sebati si 


ivom a valuable agent would be very interested in attributing the 
i exposure of POPOV to the fortuitous mailing of the letter to POPOV 
by WINTERS. The possivility szcouid be considered that prior to the 
retrieval by the KGB of the letter to POPOV there was only a dee3 
suspicion of POPOV but that the .ctter compietely solidified the case. 


against POPOV. 
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Consideration has been given to the possibility chat ChEAUP. ANOV 


was under KGB control when le passed the papers to the American 


? 1 


tourist and that it was done by the KGB with the hope of invoiving Ou 

in a KGB-control’ed operation withia the USSR. In that event, the 
papers passed by CHEREPANOV would mos likeiy be genuine since 

this wouid have been the initial step in waat tas KGE hoped would become 
a successful operation. : ' 


The above theory has been rejected since there are a number 


of factors which militate against it, These factors inciuce the fact that _ 
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